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M. Broderick-Sokol. M nane is Sam Sokol. | am

counsel for the House of Representatives Judiciary Conmttee
for the myjority staff. | want to thank you very nuch,

Ms. Sinpson, for voluntarily comng up today to share what
you know. |'ve just introduced nyself. Wy don't | ask the
others here all just to identify thenselves for the record
as we get started.

M. Reed. Robert Reed, Oversight Counsel, Judiciary

Commi ttee.

Ms. Lynch. Caroline Lynch, Crinme Subconm ttee, counsel
for the mnority.

Ms. Duncan. Priscilla Black Duncan, counsel for Dana
Jill Sinpson.

M. Sandler. Joe Sandler, counsel for M. Sinpson.

Ms. Sinpson. | guess Jill Sinpson.

M. Broderick-Sokol. You will have another chance to

do that in a mnute.
M. Landoli. Matt Landoli, Congressnan Cannon's
of fice.

M. Broderick-Sokol. WelIl, we'll try and proceed

qui ckly, and I hope we won't take too |long today. |If you
need a break at any tine, just speak up and |I'm sure we can
accommodat e that. The procedures or the few agreenents that

there are governing this voluntary interview are set forth



in exchange of -- well, aletter and an e-mail. And | think
"Il mark those for the record and then go over themjust

briefly as we start.



[ Si npson Exhibit Nos. 1 and 2
were marked for identification.]

M . Broderick-Sokol . Exhibit 1 is aletter from

Chai rman John Conyers to Priscilla Duncan, dated Septenber
6, 2007, and Exhibit 2 is going to be an e-mail from Crystal
Jezierski to an e-nmail address HE-L-Z-P-HA-R which is |
believe is Ms. Duncan's e-mail, on Septenber 14, 2007.

And the few agreenents that there are, basically you
w || be asked questions today by just two people, nyself and
counsel for the mnority, M. Lynch. You'll have an
opportunity to review the transcript that's bei ng nade and
correct any errors in it, and you'll receive a copy of that
transcript when it's final. W all agree to hold the
transcript confidential and it will only be rel eased by a
deci sion by Chairman Conyers after consulting with both the
mnority and with you and your counsel.

Your interview today will be under oath. W'l
adm nister the oath in just one mnute. So |I'msure you
understand that neans you'll be subject to the penalty of
perjury. | also want to make sure that you and your counse
understand that an interview given to congressional
i nvestigators in an authorized investigation like this is
subject to section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States

Code, which nmakes it a crinme to nmake any materially fal se,



fictitious or fraudul ent statenment or representation in such
an aut horized investigation.
Ms. Sinpson. | understand that.

M. Broderick-Sokol. GCkay. Now Il'd like to ask the

court reporter to adm ni ster the oath.
THEREUPON,
DANA JI LL SI MPSQN,
a wtness, was called for exam nation, and after having been
first duly sworn, was exam ned and testified as foll ows:
EXAM NATI ON
BY MR BRODERI CK- SCKOL:
Q Just to start with a few personal questions, can you
statenent your full nane for the record?

A Dana Jill Sinpson.

Q And you normally go by Jill, is that correct?
A That is correct.
Q GCkay. And what is your current place of enploynent?
A | work for nyself. |I'man attorney in Rainsville,
Al abama.
And how | ong have you had your own practice?
A Since May of '89.
Q Ckay. Were did you attend coll ege?
A The University of Al abana.
Q And | aw school ?
A University of Al abana.



Q And when did you graduate?

A In '88.

Q Can you just run quickly through the jobs that
you' ve had since | aw school ?

A I'vereally only had one other job. | worked for
Bill Veitch when | first got out of |aw school, but | pretty
much went and set up my own practice shortly after | passed
the bar. And that's it.

Q GCkay. And were you working as an attorney for
M. Veitch?

A Yes. Wll, actually, yeah, | worked for a short
time for himas an attorney, but | worked, you know, as a
research person for himbefore | passed the bar.

Q Gkay. Geat. Now !l understand fromtalking to you
and just |earning about the matter, that you've had sone
i nvol venent with politics. 1Is it correct as it's been
reported that you' re a Republican?

A It is correct.

Q And you have done work on or in support of politica
canpaigns fromtinme to tine?

A That is correct.

Q Can you just identify some of the political
canpai gns that you've worked on over the years?

A Cay. | guess | would start around 1979 or '80. My

sister worked at George Bush Senior's bank in Houston at the



Ri ver Qaks Bank & Trust and so she recruited ne to help.
mean -- and | don't know how nmuch help, | nmean, but | handed
out stuff, put up signs and --

Q And | was raising ny hand. That's why the w tness
st opped.

Just to junp in, just to really run through the
canpai gns. That would probably do it | think

A Wll, I helped with that. He actually canme to ny
community at that time and spoke. So | helped with that.

Then | hel ped with Ronal d Reagan's canpai gns when | got
in college. And | then got out of |aw school and there's a
period of tinme where | didn't work for a small short period

of time. Then | got back active because ny boss C yde

Trayl or was good friends -- | had worked when | was -- and |
guess | should say that. Wen | was in | aw school -- you
asked nme after |law school. But when | was in |aw school

wor ked for Lee Clyde Traylor. He is a Republican in our
area. By the tinme | got out of |aw school, Lee O yde had
gotten appointed to be a judge at that tine. He was real
good friends with Perry Hooper. |In fact, they clainmed they
were only one of the three Republican |awers in the State
at that tinme -- himand Bob French, who was anot her |awer
in my community, which | don't believe they were actually
the only three Republican | awers, but that's what they

claimed. But they recruited me to help with M. Perry



Hooper's canpaign. | did a little bit of work on that.

Not hing on a formal basis. Then Perry Hooper actually cane
to our community and we threw hima big celebration

af t erwar ds.

And then | worked for the Rileys. And when | say
"worked," it was just volunteer stuff that | did. And nost
of it -- I was not one that attended neetings and things of
that nature. Rob was a friend and would ask ne to do
specific things.

M. Broderick-Sokol. Let nme interrupt you for one

second. W' ve had anot her person conme into the room Wuld
you identify yourself just for the record

M. Flores. Daniel Flores with the House Judiciary
Republ i cans.

The Wtness. And Rob would ask ne to do specific
things, and I was up here in Washi ngt on doi ng sone stuff
sporadically, and additionally --

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Any ot her canpai gns?

A | helped Roy Mbore when he was running for the
Suprene Court judge, and then | hel ped with Roy's canpaign
in the spring of 2006 for the gubernatorial canpaign

Q GCkay. That's great.

A And then | helped sone -- | had started back hel ping

with Governor Riley's. | had called Toby Roth -- and |



10

think it was August -- to help with Governor Riley on sone
stuff, but in the office. And then fromthere -- and | sent
that letter that I've told you about that, so | nean --

Q Well just to junmp in. W'Ill have a chance to wal k
through all the events relevant to the Siegel man and Scrushy
matters and why we're here today.

A Really, | guess it was a letter.

M. Sandler. Just answer the questions.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q It can be a long day in these interviews, and we're
all going to try to keep it -- do our best to keep it as
short as we can. So I'mgoing to --

A | want to say one other thing. And then | worked in
CGeorge Bush's canpaigns just as far as helping with ny
general way | help, which is putting up signs and things of
t hat nature.

Q Yes. And did you work for both of his Presidential
canpai gns?

A | did. But | was nore active in the first than the
second because, | explained to you, that | had | ost the baby
in the second, so that year --

Q Sure. As we talk -- and I will just say that we
have spoken before. | interviewed you at sone length, as |
t hi nk everyone here is famliar. But if you refer to things

that you may have said to ne, it may nmake for a confusing
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record because not everyone here knows. | nean -- | may not
know what you're referring to. So it will probably be nore
constructive, one, if you stick, if you can, to the
information that |I'm asking you directly about in the
guestions, and if you are thinking of things that you know
we have tal ked about, to just recite them

A Okay. That will be fine.

Q | think the record will be shorter and nore
under st andabl e for future readers that way.

Did you ever work on any canpai gn of Don Siegel man?

A Never.

Q Gay. | do want to turn nowto the 2002 R |ey
Si egel man canpai gn and the events that you ultimately
described in the affidavit that you signed on May 21. You
did sone work for the Riley canpaign, as you said before.
Can you describe sonme of the work that you did for that
canpai gn?

A | would talk to Rob directly about strategy.

Q And that's Rob Riley?

A That is correct.

Q GCkay. Wat else?

A | would help if he asked ne to help on specific
things. | was not a phone worker or anything of that
nature. | did help get signs out in the community. He

woul d ask me -- he would hear that Don was comng to the
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area of where | was |ocated at.

Q In what area was that?

A DeKal b and Jackson County. | lived -- at that point
| had a house in both DeKal b and Jackson County, on the
| ake.

Ms. Lynch. 1'msorry. Could you spell DeKalb for ne?

A D E capital K-A-L-B.

Ms. Lynch. Thank you very nuch.

The Wtness. He would ask nme to try to follow Don
Siegelman to try to obtain sone pictures.

Q And did you do that? D d you follow Don Siegel man
for sone tinme when he visited your area?

A | would traditionally -- | guess you could say |
followed himto specific events.

Q And did you ever formally volunteer for the Riley

canpaign? Did you fill out any volunteer registration forns
or send themany -- you know, sign up on a list?
A No.

Q Most of your contact was with Rob Riley directly?

A That is correct.

Q And that's the son of Bob Riley, who was the
candi date for Governor?

A That is correct.

Q How did you know Rob Ri |l ey?

A | knew himfromcollege at the University of
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Al abama.

Q Nowl would like to get to the tel ephone
conversation that you described in your affidavit. |
understand that at sonme point you were asked to find out why
Ri | ey canpai gn signs were being taken down or disappearing
inin your area. Wo asked you to do that?

A  Rob.

Q D d he ask you that over the phone, or was that in
person?

A | believe he asked ne over the phone.

Q And what did you do to figure that out?

A Wll, he had told ne that he thought canpai gn signs
was m ssing, was comng up mssing. And he was suspicious
t hat Parker Edm ston m ght be invol ved.

Q And who was Parker Edm ston?

He was an attorney in Jackson County.
Ckay. And did you know M. Edm ston?

Yes.

o > O >

Ckay. And at sone point did you get the idea that
these signs were to be put up at a Ku Klux Klan rally?

| got the idea because Rob told ne that.

And did you go to that rally?

| did.

And what did you see?

> O » O >

Wen | got there, | saw a bunch of fol ks there,
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unusual bunch of folks, actually, but if you' ve seen the
video -- but | just went to watch and see what was
happeni ng.

Q D dyou see M. Edm ston?

A | did. He appeared.

Q And what did he do?

A | think the first time that he appeared -- because
he made several trips, and the video doesn't show all of it.
But the first tinme that he appeared, | saw himwth -- |

don't know, five or six, seven, eight signs, sonething like

that. |1'mnot exactly sure how many signs he had.
Q Rley signs?
A R ley signs, which was surprising.
Q He was a Denocrat?
A He was a Denocrat.
Q OCkay. And did you see him put sonme of those up?
A | did. | watched himgo around the gazebo.

Q Ckay. Now at sonme point, as you describe in your
affidavit, you end up on a tel ephone call, which at least in
part di scussed those signs?

A That is correct.

Q And why don't you tell ne how you canme to be on that
call ?

A Okay. Here's the deal. | went to the rally on the

16th and | took the pictures. | was supposed to call Rob
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first thing on Monday norning about those pictures because
t hey had sonehow gotten information Parker's going to do it.
They wanted to know first thing on Monday norning about

t hose pictures.

Q Just to interrupt, | think I didn't ask you this
before. But the rally was over the weekend?

A It was on a Saturday, yes. It was on the 16th --

Q Go ahead. Sorry.

A -- of Novenber.

Anyway, | deci ded over the weekend that | would
confront Parker about those pictures before | call ed Rob.
And | had a court case that norning anyway, over in Jackson
County | believe, because | think |I had sonething over

there. And so | went over to the courthouse, and | hunted

Parker. And | believe it was a court case. | may have been
getting a judge to sign an order, I'mnot certain, but | had
sonething to do in Jackson County. | did ny business and |

remenber going in the clerk's office and | asked themif
they had seen Parker, and they pretty nuch told nme that
Par ker had al ready been in there show ng themthe pictures.
And | thought, oh, no. So --

Q Ckay. And did you talk to Parker?

A | did. | finally lIocated Parker in the courthouse.
He had a group of attorneys that were surrounding them --

him He was telling a story about the pictures, and he was
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pretty nmuch holding court in his own little -- you know,
about -- and was providing a nost entertaining story.

Q And the pictures showed a Riley sign up at a Kl an
rally?

A And Parker was contending that Bob R ley had a Kl an
rally.

Q GCkay. And how did you get fromthere to the phone
call with Rob Riley and others?

A Wll, at that point | asked Parker a question.
said, What are you doing with those pictures? Because | --
and he, of course, didn't know But | wanted to know if he
had just showed themthere. But he had a group of folKks.
said, What are you going to do with those pictures? And he
said that he was going -- that they were already on the Wb
site, that he had put themup -- he didn't say he put them
up on the Wb site. He said that they had been put up on a
Wb site. | want to make sure |'mspecific on that. But
that they were on a Wb site. But | don't think he said he
didit. | think he just said they had put themup on a Wb
site. And | realized at that point that | probably just
needed to go ahead and call Rob because he had al ready got
themup on a Wb site.

So | asked Parker if I could have a couple of -- | told
him 1l was going back to DeKalb County. | had a couple of

people I would like to show Could I have a couple of his
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pi ctures, too? So he gave ne a couple of his pictures also.
Q GCkay. You said, talking about Parker, that he
didn't know D d you nean that he didn't know that you had
seen himput up the signs?
A He had no idea that | had seen him put up the signs,
and | did not enlighten him | just listened to his story.
Q | understand. So you called --
A He thought | was going to spread the news when
t ook the pictures.
Q Rght. So you called Rob?
| go out to nmy car and call ed Rob.
From your cell phone?
From ny cell phone.

And did you reach himdirectly?

> O » O >

| did. And | think they were -- because he told ne,
we' ve been waiting for your call.

Q And who was "we"?

A He had people in his office, sonme of which are
uni dentifi abl e.

Q To you?

A Rght. And so he just said in plural, we have been
waiting. And | don't know who he was tal king about, the
"we" at that tine.

Q \When you spoke to Rob, were there other people on

the |ine?
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A Yes. He got Bill Canary on the line and Terry Butts
on the line. And | believe that the Governor was there
al so, but he didn't say anything. And that's what |'ve
always told in ny story. But | can't say, because there was
sonme nention that sonmebody was in a parking | ot and that
they would -- and | don't know where that parking lot -- |
don't know if it was Rob's parking lot or where it was. But
after we started talking, they all got a real hoot and a
how about the Denocrat. And there was nore peopl e | aughing
and cutting up in the background than was on the line, so to
speak.

Q GCkay. Had you been on a call with Bill Canary
bef ore?

A Rob had called ne about those pictures and about
that Klan rally. And he said that that was Bill Canary that
was with him asking me to go to take the pictures of the
Klan rally.

Q He called, and sonmeone else was on the |ine that Rob
identified as Bill Canary?

A Right.

Q And this was before you went to the -- this was when
they were asking you to go?

A Right.

Q Ckay. Had you been on a call with Terry Butts

bef or e?
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A No.

Q So did he introduce hinmself or did Rob introduce
him if you renenber?

A | just renenber that they at one point put nme on a
speaker phone, and | could hear a roonful of people and they
said, this is Terry Butts or Terry identified him | can't
say who identified him whether he did it or they did it,
but sonebody identified that that speaker was Terry Butts.

Q OCkay. And part of this call, as you have descri bed,
was your describing the Klan rally, your encounter with
Par ker Edm ston. You also end up, as you describe in your
affidavit, tal king about Governor Siegel man and whet her or
not he woul d concede?

A That is correct.

Q Ckay. Wiy don't you describe what was sai d about
whet her or not Don Siegel man woul d concede the CGovernor's
race?

A Terry Butts said in the conversation that he
bel i eved that he could confront Don Siegel man regarding the
signs and get himto concede the election. He believed that
Don woul d concede over that by the 10:00 news so as to avoid
any enbarrassnent. And Terry also said -- and it's not in
my affidavit, because you can't put every single solitary
word. Terry said, you know, | knew Don back when | was a

Denocrat. Terry was the one who was a Denocrat and then he
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flipped to being a Republican. So he said that he -- he
clainmed that he'd be able to assure Don that this would al
be over if he would just concede. Pretty nmuch. And | nean,
that's the general statenents. | nmean, he nade a coupl e of
statenents, but that's the general premise of it. | can't
say that that is verbatim but that's the gist of the
conversation

Q Let me stop you for a nonent. You are |ooking at
sonet hing now that | have not identified as an exhibit.

A That's ny affidavit. | just wanted it in front of
me in case y'all referenced it or whatever.

Q Sure. W'Il be marking it as an affidavit. |If you
are nore confortable with it there, that's your choice. M
pref erence woul d be --

Ms. Lynch. Could we mark it now if she's going to be
| ooking at it?

Ms. Sinpson. |If they want to | ook, | figured they
woul d be referencing it, paragraph --

Q Jill, let's go ahead and nmark that as an exhibit.
" mgoing to ask sone questions, and | want you to search
your recollections and think of everything you recall. |
understand that drafting the affidavit was a particul ar act,
and we' Il discuss that and things you included, things you
may not have included. But we're also interested in the

full story of what you recall, sitting here right now So
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this is going to be Exhibit 3.
[ Si mpson Exhibit No. 3
was marked for identification.]
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Oher than the markings at the bottomright, which
are nunberings that we applied to all the docunents you have
produced to us, and they start at Sinpson 1 and count up
sequentially through the docunents we've received, this is a
copy of the affidavit that you ultimately actually are
descri bing sone of the events that we are di scussing?

A That's correct.

Ms. Lynch. | hate to interrupt. But | would Ilike to
go on record as saying if there's any way to obtain a copy
of this affidavit that has the | egible signature and date.
| think if you take a look at it, you wll notice that the
copies that we have, we can faintly nake out a signature,
but cannot make out a date or the nane of a notary and all.
So | guess the question would be either to Ms. Sinpson or
counsel

M. Broderick-Sokol. Sure. One thing | can do, when

you produced -- could we go off the record?
[ Di scussion off record.]

M. Broderick-Sokol. W briefly discussed the

docunents that Ms. Sinpson had produced off the record, and

| noted that the version she sent up el ectronically,
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including the affidavit that we have marked as an exhibit,
have spots that are faint or nore difficult to read. And we
have better to read copies up here in the commttee already
of all the docunents, | believe all of them

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q So to proceed, we were discussing the call, and |
think it -- can you read back the | ast answer?

[ The reporter read back the question.]

Ms. Sinpson. | think ny |last sentence was that Don --
Terry clainmed that he would be able to assure Don that it
woul d all be over if he conceded. And | believe that was
what ny | ast sentence was, prior to us going on this
venture?

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q GCkay. And did soneone express a concern that the
pi cture shoul d be made public anyhow to prevent having an
i npact on M. Siegelman's political future?

A They did. And that was Rob Ril ey.

Q GCkay. And what did he say about that?

A He said that he felt they should go to the press
with the pictures, but there was sone di sagreenent about
t hat .

Q GCkay. And what was that disagreenent?

A Bill Canary said that in order, basically, to get

this over with, that not to worry, that Don -- that his
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girls would get him Let's just go ahead and get this
el ection contest over with, | guess would be the best way,
you know. Because Rob kept saying, | want Don Si egel man not
to run. They were tal king over each other in that
particular -- | don't want to face -- we don't want to face
Don in running again in the future.

And Bill said -- and that part didn't exactly make it
into ny affidavit. But Bill said, "Rob, don't worry. M
girls are getting him wll take care of him" But he said,
"Let's get this election contest behind us."

Q | understand.

A And Rob was going, well, I think we need to go to
the press. So there was sone kind of conversation about
t hat .

Q As you've said. And by him Bill Canary neant Don
Si egel man; that's what you under st ood?

A Yes. He said not to worry about Don Siegel man; you
know what | nean?

Q Yes.

A That his girls would take care of him

Q And did you know who Bill Canary's girls were or
what he nmeant by that?

A | was not sure. | knew at sone point Rob had told
me that his wife -- but on that particul ar day, | asked.

And that's not in here because -- but the next sentence is
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of what pretty nuch Bill said, because | was |ike, Wo's
your girls? And then --

Q I'msorry. So you asked the question, you asked
Bill Canary who his girls were?

A | just said, Wo's his girls? For the general --
because there was a room and there was people on the |ine.
And |I'm not sure how they were all added, but | know that
there was a speaker phone and we added sone people into the
conversation. And where their |locations were at, |'m not
certain.

Q And so what was the answer to that question?

A He told nme sonebody -- and | believe it was Bill
Canary -- identified, as | recall, saying Leura's ny wife,
Jill. She works for the mddle district of -- and then

Alice Martin works for the northern district. And | think
there was sonme nention also of being a USA attorney. | know
there was sone nention of being a USA attorney, but | think
there was sone nention that Bill had hel ped Leura -- | nean
Alice-- run for office before in that --

Q Before Alice Martin was the U S. attorney, she ran
for political office?

A Yes. Because I'mlike, well, what's y'all's
connection to Alice Martin, or sonething |like that, because
t hey nanmed her. But then | asked.

Q Gkay. And what happened next?
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A Rob was still very concerned. Rob really believed
that they should tell the press. And what you need to
understand, the press -- fromwhat | understood that day,
fromwhat they told nme, is they were already calling about
that on the Wb site. There's a whole lot of people in
Al abama that saw that, the photos on the Wb site. It was
meki ng - -

Q The photos of the Klan rally?

A Unh-huh. So they were already getting calls, and Rob
t hought they would to go ahead and address it. Canary --
and this is general, what |I'msaying. But Canary didn't --
my interpretation was he did not really think that they
should go to the press; that they just needed to use it and
et Terry go see himand get Don to concede.

Q GCkay. And did Rob ask sonething about if they were
sure that Bill Canary's girls could take care of Don
Si egel man?

A Yes, they did.

Q Can you describe that part of the conversation?

A  Well, what he said -- Bill Canary told himnot to
worry. He had already got it taken care of with Karl. And
that Karl had spoken to the Justice Departnent and the
Justice Departnent was al ready pursuing Don Siegel man.

Q And did you know who he neant by Karl?

A | did.



26

Q Wwo did you think he neant?

A Karl Rove.

Q D d he ever say Karl Rove?

A No. But | knew from conversations that | had had
with Rob that Bill Canary was very connected to Karl Rove.
Additionally, there was sone talk -- and that's not in ny
affidavit -- about Karl had -- about Washington; that Karl
had it taken care of in Washington. | nean, as | said, |
couldn't put everything down. | put the best | could, but I

didn't wite every single word that occurred in that. So |
understood that to be -- and the only Karl | knew invol ved
in Rob's conversation was Karl Rove. So that's how I
understood it.

Q And what was the additional talk that you say isn't
refl ected here about Washi ngton?

A Well, the additional part of that was, as |
under stood, Karl had been over to the Justice Departnent.

Q There is sone reference -- he had physically gone
t here?

A That's what | understood.

Q How did you know t hat?

A | think they nmentioned it. They said he had spoke
to the Justice Departnent. And sonebody in the room said,
When did he? O, Wat happened exactly? And he said, Oh,

he went over there and talked to himin Washington. So |
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mean, there was no question in ny m nd.

Q D dthey say who he tal ked to?

A  No. And | have no idea.

Q And as you were hearing the conversation and
understanding it at the tinme, |eaving aside the precise
words that you used in your affidavit, but did you
understand themto nean that Karl Rove was encouraging the
prosecution?

A Wiat | understood, or what | believed M. Canary to
be saying, was that he had had this ongoi ng conversation
with Karl Rove about Don Siegel man, and that Don Siegel man
was a thorn to themand basically he was going to -- he had
been tal king with Rove. Rove had been talking with the
Justice Departnent, and they were pursuing Don Siegel nan as
a result of Rove talking to the Justice Departnent at the
request of Bill Canary.

Q Did anyone nention, or did you have an under st andi ng

as to when Karl Rove had spoken to the Justice Departnment?

A It had already happened. It was not sonething that
Bill Canary was prom sing. | understood that Bill Canary --
because Rob kept saying, Well, | want to go to the press.

And Bill said, Look, I know pretty nuch all about this. The
Justice Departnment's already pursuing Karl. And that was
the general gist of it. Not Karl, Don. And that Rove was

i nvol ved, and that they had been working on it for sone
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time, and | got the inpression it had been going on for sone
time.

Q Gay. Howdid that call -- well, was there anything
further said about Don Siegel man, about -- strike that.

Was there anything further said about the Justice
Department or possible crimnal prosecution of Don Siegel man
on that call that you can renenber?

A There were people chattering in the background, but
| can't say what they were saying. They had di scussions
going on over there, too. So with that, | can't say
specifics on what they said.

Q GCkay. And howdid that call end?

A They were to call ne back. | was going to have to
go to Fort Payne to see a circuit judge, and they were going
to send sonebody, and they were going to have to |l et ne know
how t hey were sendi ng sonebody to get the pictures. And
they didn't have that worked out in their head at that tine.
And then | -- so --

Ms. Lynch. Can we stop?

[ Di scussion off record.]

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Ddyouultimtely provide the pictures to sonmeone
fromthe R | ey canpaign?

A | did.

Q And did Don Siegelman ultinmately concede?
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He di d.
Okay. And did he concede that very day?

He conceded that very day.

O » O »P

|'"'mgoing to mark a coupl e nore docunents now. |
think this is going to be Sinpson 4.

[ Si npson Exhibit No. 4

was marked for identification.]

M. Broderick-Sokol. This is a 2-page docunent of

t el ephone records that Ms. Sinpson has provided to the
commttee. And the first page is marked Sinpson 490, and
t he second page is marked Sinpson 489.
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:
Q Onthe top of the first page there's a nunber --
well, what is this first page?

A This first page is ny Farners wireless cellular

bill.
Q Is your cell phone nunber sonmewhere on this page?
A Yes. It's the 899-3600. | have nultiple cel
phones at any given tinme, depending on -- because |

represent different fol ks, and sone of them even provide ne
a phone.

But | al so have 3601 and 3606. And | sonetinmes am
charging one. |'mnever without a cell phone. So --

Q GCkay. And on the bottomof this page, there's --

well, is the call that you describe with Rob Riley and Bil
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Canary and Terry Butts listed on this page?
A Yes. It's the 11:18.
Q So there's a call at the very bottom dated Novenber

18 at 10:52 a.m ?

A That is correct.

Q That call lasted for 11 m nutes?
A Right.

Q Ckay.

A And then you've got another page attached to that.

Are you asking ne about that page too?

Q I'"mnot asking you about the next page right now.
A  Ckay.
Q I'mgoing to -- hold onto that one because we're

going to go back to it.

A That's what I'mtrying to figure out, what | need to
do with it.

Q The next docunent is a -- this is a stack of
docunents that you also provided to the commttee. The top
one is Sinpson 558. They are not in Bates order.

[ Si npson Exhibit No. 5
was marked for identification.]
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q | will describe that these are a sel ection of

docunents that | have pulled fromwhat you provided us that

are letters between you and Rob Riley and various clients or
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ot her individuals. That is how | understood them

| s that an accurate description of what these docunents
are?

A It is. And this is not all-inclusive. | asked ny
secretary to pull out of a couple of drawers, docunents --
because I nmean we've got drawers full of them But | just
asked her to pull out a couple, since he had cl ai ned he
didn't know ne basically in a newspaper article.

Q So the recordis clear, | did not pull -- I did not
pull all of the docunents that you had sent as exanpl es.

And your testinony just now was that you have even nore that
you did not even send in to the conmmttee because you were
j ust picking sanpl es?

A  And this is -- basically it looks |ike what -- |
told ny secretary when she pulled fromthe drawers, | don't
even think she pulled from-- | think if you could see the
bl acked-in stuff, you would see it's just a couple letters
of the al phabet. | just told her to pick any drawers,
cl osed drawers. W put our files in the drawers at the
office. So she picked those, and | told her to try to get a
couple from 1998, '99, 2000, 2001, 2002 and so forth,
because he had done that article that suggests he didn't
really see nme any during that tine.

Q Gkay. And the earliest one we had in this group |

have sel ected is June 1998, and they run through 2004. D d
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you have busi ness dealings of this kind with him before '98?

A Sonetine after | did ny TWA 800 case, he got started
trying to get me to do cases wwth him and so -- because he
had heard | had sone big cases that | had settled, and he
was in a large firmin Birmngham and | had been referring
themout. | can't say what year | started with him | just
had ny secretary pull out of two drawers, but it was
sonetime after the TWA 800 disaster, because | did a case
i nvol ving that.

Q Ckay.

A And he heard about that. And that's kind of how he
started pursuing nme to be a referring attorney.

Q GCkay. | just want to | ook at a few pages of Exhibit
5. The first page, | guess there's a tel ephone nunber for
Rob Riley's office in the letterhead, 205-870-9866. Do you
see that?

A That is correct.

Q Do you want to go back to Exhibit 4?

A Yes.

Q Just so the record's clear, what is the phone nunber
for the Novenber 18 call?

A It is 205-870-9866.

Q GCkay. And does that nunber -- why don't you turn to
the second page of Exhibit 4, the phone records.

A Yes.
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Q Wwll, what is this page?

A This page -- why did | offer it? |Is that what you

mean?

Q Wwell I"'masking what it is. It looks like a
t el ephone billing record.

A It's a phone record and it's one of -- | have four
or five, | think approxi mately, because |'ve got conputer
lines and all that, telephones. |I'mnot really sure how

many tel ephone lines, but this is one of the tel ephone |ines
in our office that | have.

Q GCay. And I think it will just be sinplest if I
just note for the record that that same nunber appears in
several pl aces.

A That is correct.

Q On this page.

A But | believe some of them other Birm ngham nunbers
are Rob's nunbers.

Q Wiich ones do you think m ght be that?

A | think the 5000 nunber is.

205- 879- 50007
Yes.

And that's the bottom nunber on the page?

> O » O

| think maybe that 205-824-3117. |'mnot certain on
that, but | believe that it may be a canpai gn headquarters

nunber, but |'mnot sure. | had Rob's honme phone nunbers, |
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Bi rm ngham Mst of the Birm ngham nunbers in sonme way in
nmy phone records involved the Rileys. | have one girlfriend
fromcoll ege who lived in Birm ngham and so | had her cel
nunbers. But other than that, | believe nost of the
Bi r m ngham nunbers are his or are headquarters nunbers
because, you know, they run nultiple lines in volunteer
centers and things of that nature. But | can't track al
t hose nunbers.

Q That's extrenely helpful. And if you will just flip
-- I"'msorry -- to the other, Exhibit 5 now. Yes, that

| arger stack. And just so we can see, if you go about seven

pages in, there's a docunent, Sinpson 532. It |ooks to be a
fax cover sheet. | think that may be it in front of you.
A Yes.

Q And what is the office tel ephone nunber for Rob
Riley's office on that one?
It's the 5000 nunber.
Ckay.

> O >

That mat ches the phone.

Q And I'd like to ask you about one nore docunent
that's in the stack. It's Sinpson 550. |It's about
two-thirds of the way through. It |ooks to be a conplicated
docunent that |ooks to be a printout of an e-mail that was

faxed to soneone el se and al so has sone handwitten notes on
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A That is correct.

Q Gkay. And the general substance of this appears to
be an effort to get a Senator to send a letter. [I'Ill read
the first two sentences of the e-mail. "I've been talking
wi th Robby from Hutchinson's office. He has offered to try
to get the Senator to send this letter.”" And the |letter has
to do with getting paynent on a FEMA matter.

A That is correct.

Q Can you read the handwitten note that's at the top?

A "l e-mailed this to" -- and that's the client's nane

-- "then Karl and Stewart today."

Q Holdon. Oh, | e-mailed -- sorry. You are reading
it. Sorry.

A | say the blank is the client's name that | can't
disclose. But it says, | e-nailed this to the client's

name, Karl and Stewart today.

And then it says Rob?

Yes, that's the note he sent ne.

You didn't read the beginning which is "To Jill."
Yes.

s this Rob Riley's handwiting?

> O r» O » O

Yes, it is.
Q OCkay. And the Karl that is referenced here -- well,

l et me ask about Stewart. Wiwo is the Stewart that's
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referenced here?

A Stewart is a |obbyist that works for the Federali st
G oup.

Q Here in Washington, D.C ?

A Yes. And they've now been bought out by Ogilvy.

Q This nmatter was an effort to collect on a FEVA
contract?

A That is correct.

Q And the Karl that is listed here, do you know who
that is?

A | believe that is Karl Rove.

Q And why do you think that's Karl Rove?

A Rob -- what Rob would do for us occasionally, he
woul d ask ne to do little odds and ends for him such as
foll ow Don Si egel man and stuff. And then he for ne
occasionally would -- if |I needed sonebody to wite a letter
to speed up a client getting a check or whatever, he woul d
see if he could find sonebody that would help nme with that.
And it was not uncommon for himto talk to Karl Rove and
Stewart Hall about that because he woul d nake reference to
it.

Q You had heard Karl Rove's name cone up before in
conjunction with matters |like this?

A Yes. And basically what we would do, we would help

to wite the letter that we wanted or he would help to wite
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it. He would send it to ne for nme to approve, then he woul d

send it to Stewart and our -- or whoever. And they would --
and Karl -- and then they would attenpt to get it approved.
You know, | nean get sonebody to do it.

Q Geat. Could we go off the record briefly?

[ Di scussion off the record.]
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RPTS KESTERSON

DCWN ROSEN

[1: 30 p. m]

Q Wat I'dlike to do nowis we've -- M. Sinpson, you
sent a DVD up to the conmmttee along with materials and we
have that playing on a |aptop conputer here. And |I'd just
like you to look at it briefly to understand -- or to tel
me if this is video of the Klan rally that you attended on
that -- Klan rally that you observed on that Saturday the
16t h.

A It is. And | do want to state for the record that
is the only one I've ever attended.

Q | apologized as soon as it cane out of ny nouth.
And we're not going to watch the full -- nore than an hour,
| think, of video that we have here. But you' ve revi ewed
this closely and you described that it shows Parker Edm ston
putting up the signs?

A That is correct.

Q GCkay. W'Il just play it for a mnute to see.

A I'll probably help you because he cones fromthis
di rection over here.

Q Are you famliar enough to know if it is soon that
he appears?

A Yes, it is pretty soon. It is about 12:58 he shows
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up on the site. | had to go a few mnutes early because --
|"mnot certain. | think you may see himin a second or two
or a mnute or two. He has already got one sign up. There
was al ready one sign up, but -- and I don't know how t hat
had gotten there.

Q As we're watching, it shows folks in confederate
gear -- there is not actually any Klan regalia. But does
that show up later?

A That shows up later. Basically this is when they
first start to set up. Now, here conmes Parker. And you
don't yet see him VWen | first saw this vi deotape --
because | didn't get this videotape until a couple of weeks
ago. And when -- | thought it is not going to show his
face, but it shows you himas pretty as can be.

Q |Is that himright there?

A That is Parker.

Q I'll describe the white gentleman with grayish hair
and a sweatshirt of sonme kind with a | ogo over the chest and
a red T-shirt or sonething underneat h?

A That is correct.

Q Putting up a couple of rally signs?

A | saw that very scene -- | took pictures of it and |
did not do the videotape. The cops had actually done the
videotape. But that's how it starts, what he did that day.

Q Thanks very nmuch. And we're going to mark that DVD



40

as Sinpson 7 -- 6.

A And that is not all inclusive of what he did. There
is actually nore signs.

Q | understand. Well, that was very helpful. [|I'm
very sorry. Sinpson 6 is the DVD. Ckay. W're getting
that right now to mark.

[ Si npson Exhibit No. 6
was marked for identification.]
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q How did you cone to obtain that video?

A | got a call froman individual who was connected
with the Scottsboro Police Departnent. | had a spouse that
was connected to the Scottsboro Police Departnent and said
that the Scottsboro Police Departnent -- that they had heard
| had been trying everywhere to find a videotape. | had
been to the Jackson County Sheriff's Departnment severa
tinmes. | gave ny pictures away to the Rileys, so | didn't
have proof of that, even when | made ny affidavit. But I
knew that it had been videotaped because | had know edge of
that frombeing there that day and also -- but | did not
know who the videotapers were. Wien | talked to the
reporter, he said a videotaper was the sheriff's departnent.
But I've tried to obtain pictures fromthe sheriff's
departnent and a vi deotape and they contended they coul d not

find them
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Approxi mately 2-1/2 weeks ago, after having been beat
bl ack and blue in the Al abama press, a call in ny office
cones in at 7:00 approximately at night and it is a wonman
who says do you know that the Scottsboro city police has
five hours of videotape that shows exactly what you are
sayi ng has occurred. And | said no, but who has got it, you
know. And so she proceeded to tell nme and | said why are
you calling ne about it. And she said, | want you to have a
copy of it. So | said, okay, howcan | get it. And she
said | wll bring it to you.

Q And is that what happened?

A That what happened.

Q And who was that?

A She asked me and | talked to the Al abama bar when
she handed it to nme. People fromthe sheriff's
departnment -- | nmean, the Scottsboro Police Departnent gave
it to her, but she asked ne -- she said that -- she said I'm
your client now, here is the pictures and that's what she
did. That's the video and that is what she did.

Ms. Lynch. That is not sufficient to establish
attorney/client relationship.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Let's try sonething different. Wuld you prefer not

to nane the person?

A 1'd prefer not to nane --
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Q It is avoluntary interview and | don't have a
probl em or strong need to know nyself. That's fine. But it
was - -

A It was ny understanding that she had obtained it
t hrough the Scottsboro City Police Departnent.

Q GCkay. That's fine.

A But she brought it and she didn't want to be
involved. So --

Q That's fine. GCkay. After CGovernor Siegel man
conceded the 2002 el ection, what was the next tinme you spoke

to Rob Rl ey about that governor's race?

A Sone tinmes | ate Novenber or Decenber. | believe it
was Decenber, but |'m not sure. | mean, | -- after he
conceded -- | may have spoke to him-- | don't know exactly,

Novenber or Decenber.

Q GCkay. And did you have a conversation with him
about M. Siegel man's deci sion to concede?

A Yes, | did.

Q Can you describe that conversation?

A | understood fromwhat Rob told ne that Terry Butts
tal ked to M. Siegel man and sonme of his canpaign people is
what | understood. And in that conversation basically,

M. Siegel man had been offered to go ahead and concede, that
the pictures would not come out and that they would not

further prosecute himwth the justice departnent.
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Q So your statenment is that Rob Riley told you that
Terry Butts had essentially given Don Siegel man two
messages, this business about the Klan rally and the
denocrat putting up the signs would go away and the threat
of prosecution fromthe justice departnment would go away?

A Yes.

Q If what, if he conceded?

A |If he conceded. And | actually kind of put that in
my affidavit too. | don't know that you want me to refer to
it.

M. Sandler. Just answer the questions now.

The Wtness. Because Terry -- part of when we had been
tal ki ng about that -- but anyway -- had -- that day that we
tal ked on the phone had involved Terry said, you know,
basically everything is going to be over, he is going to
gi ve Don assurances everything is going to be over.

Q Back in Novenber when you were on the phone, you
heard Terry say the assurances he was going to give Don were
everything and you understood that --

A And | asked --

Q \What did you ask?

A | asked Rob about if it was going to all be over for
Si egel man when we had the call in Decenber, just talking to
him | said what have they done on the other case, the other

cases.
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A He said inthat -- at that tinme that everything was
going to be over and they did, |I reckon for 14 nonths
afterwards it was over fromwhat | understand. But that's
not -- | can't say that from personal know edge, but --

Q GCkay. | understand what you are saying, that as --
| ook, you don't see Siegel man was prosecuted for sone
substantial period of tine.

A Right.

Q \Were -- where were you if you renenber when you had
this conversation wwth Rob Rl ey?

A | had phone calls with himand you' ve asked ne this
before. And | saw himduring that tine because he saw

clients. He would conme to ny office regularly to see

clients and stuff. So the thing is this, | just don't
recall, you know, exact |ocation of where I was. |'m not
sure -- | think we had actually several comunications

about, you know, Don Siegel man and Terry Butts goi ng and
talking to him But | can't say a specific date or tinme or
pl ace.

Q Could they have been on the tel ephone or do you
bel i eve these conversations were in person?

A | really believe they were on the tel ephone, but I'm
sure that when he cane to the office, we probably | aughed

about it also. So --



45

Q GCkay. And you say as | understand what you're
saying, the nenory you're describing may be what you | earned
fromRob Riley over the course of nore than one
conversation?

A Yeah, |'ve thought about it quite a bit. W -- |
mean, this is sonething we -- right around that tinme, we
tal ked about several --

Q And looking at that sort of the -- | guess the sum
of your recollections fromthose conversations, is there
anyt hing el se you renmenber that you haven't described here
about this kind of confrontation between the Ri|ley canpaign
and Siegel man and the issue of the -- the possibility that
he m ght be prosecuted if he didn't stay out of politics?

A | just know that Rob pretty well indicated to ne
that Terry had tal ked to himand made these assurances. |

didn't necessarily believe they were going to |live by them

because | -- if Don got back in the race, | think, you
know -- | said, well, what if Don doesn't follow that and
Rob said I think -- as | recall -- he basically said well,
if he doesn't, you know, they'll prosecute him So --

Q And did Rob ever tell you if he was present with
Terry Butts when M. Butts spoke to Siegel man or fol ks from
Si egel man' s canpai gn?

A Fromwhat | recall, | understand that Terry Butts

did this all by hinself. And | don't know how he did it. |
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just recall that Terry did whatever he did by hinself.

Q Wien Rob was telling you those thing, he would had
to have been relying on what Terry Butts or sonebody el se
woul d have told hinf

A Right.

Q I'dlike to nove forward in time now Did you have
anot her conversation with Rob Ri|ley about politics and Don
Siegelman in the early part of 20057

A | did.

Q GCkay. And how did you cone to be talking to Rob
Ril ey that day?

A | went -- | adopted a baby -- you know, | lost a
baby Decenber 25, 2003 and then 2004, | didn't work a | ot
during that year because | was so depressed over |osing the
baby and | told you about that in 2005, | adopted a baby on
January 9 and | was so excited because | had m ssed being
out so much that | shopped a ot during that tinme because |
wanted to buy baby stuff.

Q A baby wll do that to you

A  And | ended up going to Homewood, which is probably
t he nicest place you can shop for baby stuff in our state
which is right -- the street runs right into Oxnoor Drive or
what ever that street is that Rob is on and he was Iike a
bl ock or so fromwhere | had been shopping for the baby.

And | wanted to take by and show a picture of the baby. Rob
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had not been in the office during the nonth of January, and
| wanted to stop by and show hima picture of the baby. And
so | left ny shopping after | had bought a bunch of stuff
and went by to show hima picture. | had a picture of the
baby in ny hands, you know, where you hold it. And so
anyway, | stopped by his office and we started gossi ping.

Q And did you discuss the 2006 gubernatorial election
t hat was com ng?

A Yeah. | nean, you know, it always rolled around to
politics any time we got together and who knew what. He
asked about sone politicians up in ny area. | think
mentioned first, you know, the -- you know, what is going to
happen in the 2006 el ection. There had been sone tal k at
one tinme originally that Rob m ght run after his daddy's
first term but Bob |iked the job so much, he wanted to stay
init according to Rob. So we were tal king about that.

Then we got to tal king about who was in the field, who was
going to be running. W tal ked about Lucy Baxley and her
weaknesses and how we could hit her, you know, wth what we
could run with on that.

Q |Is she a Denocrat or a Republican?

A She is a Denocrat.

Ms. Lynch. Could you say her |ast nane again?

The Wtness. Lucy Baxley.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKQOL:
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Q And did you tal k about Don Siegel man?

A And we tal ked about Don Si egel man.

Q And what did Rob Riley say about M. Siegel man?

A That Don Siegel man was the biggest threat that we
had. Don Siegel man -- Rob, he had several nanes for him

but one of themwas the golden child. Don Siegelman is kind
of like a golden child for the Denocratic party in our
state. So, anyway -- and is an incredible fund-raiser. So
he was tal ki ng about who we thought he m ght raise funds
with. And then he said that he -- | said, well, you know,
he is not supposed to run again, but, you know, Alice
Martin, | had |like, you know -- we discussed Alice Martin
messing up the case in Birm ngham

Q OCkay. Let ne stop you there. Before talking about
Si egel man, you di scussed Alice Martin nessing up the case,
but Si egel man running -- you discussed Alice Martin's
prosecution of M. Siegelman up in the Northern District of
Al abama?

A Uh-huh. And we start talk -- we really -- we tal ked
about Lucy Baxley and then started tal ki ng about Don
Si egel man.  And, of course, the first part of our
conversation was that Alice Martin had m serably nessed up
convi cting Don.

Q Yep.

A And also we talked a little about the fact that Don
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had -- there had been a poll done sonmewhere in 2003. And
based on communications | had with Rob -- but | didn't have
many in 2004. Don had decided to run before he was -- Rob
and t hem had when he was going to run, even though he had
assured Terry Butts fromwhat | understood that he was not
going to run. And -- so Alice Martin on the |ast day or
what ever that she could convict him she pretty nuch -- she
filed paperwork to prosecute him

Q Andthisis all in the discussion you had with Rob
Riley, you learned all the things you're telling me now from
Rob Ril ey?

A | had not been in the |loop that nuch in 2004. So we
wer e di scussing how Alice had gotten this case, because
was, |like, howdid -- you know, how did, you know, she --
what caused her to bring that case? | thought she wasn't
going to bring it, you know. And we were having a
di scussion about that. And he said they had gotten sone
wind of the fact that Don was going to run again. But she
messed up the case. And then she got Judge C enon who did
not believe in crimnal intent. W had a discussion about
Judge C enon not believing in crimnal intent and that the
case got thrown out sonetine in the fall of that year. And
Rob was kind of telling ne the gossip about that deal.

Q These are things that had happened the year prior

when you had been sonewhat out of the | oop as you had said,
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you weren't working or doing other things for personal
reasons?

A And so, anyway, he was telling me all of the things
that Alice had done as far as having nessed up the deal.

And then I -- and that since she had nessed it up, he was
definitely running, you know what -- | nean -- and then he
proceeds to tell nme that Bill Canary and Bob Riley had had a
conversation wth Karl Rove again and that they had this

ti me gone over and seen whoever was the head of the
departnment of -- he called it PIS, which I don't think that
is the correct acronym but that's what he called it. And |
had to say what is that and he said that is the Public
Integrity Section.

And | read in the paper since they call it PIN, but he
called it PIS. So anyway, | said at the tinme that, you
know, what happened -- you know what |'m saying? So -- but
they had a conversation with Karl and then Karl, it is ny
under st andi ng, then went over to the Public Integrity
Section and talked to the head of it.

Q About what?

A About Don Siegel man and the nmess that Alice Martin
had made and it was ny understanding in that conversation
after that conversation that there was a decision nmade that
they would bring a new case agai nst Don Si egel man and they

would bring it in the Mddle District, which is not ny
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district where -- you know, you and | have had t hat

di scussion, | do not practice -- | amadmtted to the Mddle
District back but that is getting pretty far afield fromthe
| ocation of ny office.

Q GCkay. And who -- when you say they had nade a
deci sion, who are you thinking of?

A \Whoever that head of that Public Integrity -- the
PIS was as Rob referred to it. And then whoever -- and Karl
Rove.

Q And what -- well, fromtalking to Rob, this
conversation you're describing for ne was in |late January,
early February 20057

A That is correct. R ght after -- | was hone with the
baby for about 3, 3-1/2 weeks or so, and then | started
getting out because | wanted nore baby cl othes and nore baby
stuff. So --

Q And is your understanding, then, that the
conversation between Bob Riley and Bill Canary and Karl Rove
woul d have occurred sonetine in 20047

A | understood -- whenever Alice's case was over --
whi ch we had the discussion -- | don't know when it was
over, but | think it was in Cctober or Septenber from what
|'ve been told. But sonetinme between when that case had
ended and when -- and | kind of understood from what --

Q And when you were talking?



A Yes, and when | was talking. And I kind of
understood it had occurred before Christmas, but | don't
know, Novenber or Decenber. But --

Q But it could have been any tine --

A It could have been any tinme during that tine.

Q OCkay. And did Rob give you the nanme of the
person at -- I'mjust going to call it Public Integrity --
t hat he thought he understood Karl Rove had spoken to?

A No, he said it was the head guy there and he said
that that guy had agreed to allocate whatever resources, so

evidently the guy had the power to allocate resources, you

know.

Q To the Siegel man prosecution?

A Yes. And that he'd allocate all resources
necessary.

Q And did Rob -- well, did you discuss anything el se
about the reason to bring the case or the decision to bring
the case in the Mddle District?

A Oh, yes.

Q And what is that?

A | asked Rob why we needed to bring it in that area.

And, of course, he nentioned Leura Canary, Bill Canary's
w fe, would be a good reason as to why to bring it. But he
al so nentioned Mark Fuller.

Q And who is Mark Fuller?

52
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A Wll, at that tine -- | had heard about Fuller, but
|"ve never net Mark Fuller so, you know. But Mark Fuller is
the Chief United States Federal judge for that district.

Q Had you heard his nane before Mark nentioned hinf?

A Yes, | had.

Q What did you know about Fuller then when Rob
menti oned himthat day?

A In 2001 and 2002 when | was up here trying to --
hel ping wth the canpaign and trying to collect the noney on
the -- the FEMA deal you read about, | made several trips up
here for that. W would neet over at Stewart Hall's office,
the Federalist Goup. And | brought clients with ne too.
And | had one particular one that cane a | ot, but he would
bring an entourage of fol ks who was involved in that FEVA
deal. Well, anyway, Rob and Stewart and | had several
di scussi ons about these cotton tractors that do the storm
work. | represent fol ks without nam ng any identities, but
t hey predom nantly do one kind of work and it is natural
di sasters or manmade di sasters. And when you do a storm
cl eanup, you can nake, like, 20, 30 mllion, 15 mllion in a
60-day period, a |large percentage of the tine. Rob and
Stewart were fascinated by that because they knew Mark
Ful  er who had been -- Mark Fuller had been at Al abama with
us because Stewart Hall was at Al abama when | was at

Al abama.



Ms. Lynch. 1'mgoing to object right now [|I'm
confused about -- are we still tal king about a tel ephone
conversation wwth Rob Riley?

The Wtness. This was not a tel ephone conversation.

Ms. Lynch. | think the question she is responding to
was still in regards to what was said to her or by her
M. Broderick-Sokol. The question she is responding to

now i s what did you know about Mark Fuller when Rob R | ey

menti oned him

Ms. Lynch. We're still getting there?
M. Broderick-Sokol. W're circling around to it.
The Wtness. But anyway, |'Il conme --

BY MR BRODERI CK- SCKOL:

Q You're giving us a lot of how you know as opposed to
what you really knew about Mark Fuller, which is what | want
to understand. Wy don't you start with -- you had just
mentioned coll ege, that he had been at Al abama. |Is that
what you had under st ood?

A Wth Stewart, nme and Rob at the sanme tine. But I
did not know Fuller at college. They claiml knew him but
| don't recall him

Q Wat is your recollection?

A | do not recall him But they proceeded to tell ne
that Fuller has all these contracts, but his contracts are

not the same type of contracts as mne. They were amazed
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that ny clients could get these cleanup | arge sum whereas
Ful l er was getting |l arge contract, but he was doing nore
what | consider to be maintenance on aircraft and fuel
contracts, aviation kind of stuff which was not anything |
was famliar with. It really sounded kind of |ike an oi

j ob or doi ng governnent contracting.

Q So you knew that he had sone busi ness doing these
contracts, you have learned this fromRob Riley and Stewart,
whose nanme |'m not renmenberi ng.

A  Hall.

Q And Stewart Hall. Thank you. Over that period, did
you know he was a federal judge when Rob nentioned himto
you that day?

A He wasn't a federal judge in 2001 and 2002. And,
no, on 2005 on -- when Rob and | were in the office, no,

did not.

Q GCkay. But when Rob nentioned Mark Fuller -- well,
did Rob tell you he was a judge at that tinme?

A Rob, asked ne, do you renenber Fuller and I, it took
me a mnute and | said, yeah, | renenber Mark Fuller. He
said he is now a federal judge. | said she that guy that
did those aviation contracts, and that's how !l -- that's how
| connected him

Q Gkay. And in that conversation in 2005, did you

tal k about Mark Fuller's business dealings in governnent
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contracts?

A W did.

Q And what did you learn at that tine?

A Rob told nme that Mark Fuller was still a governnent
contractor in 2005 and a United States Federal judge, which
| found unusual .

Q D d he discuss with you any of the types of
contracts that Mark Full er was worki ng?

A Yes, he did.

Q \What did he say about that?

A He said that Fuller was doing fuel contracts, that
he was doi ng mai ntenance contracts, that he was doi ng
clothing contracts. He -- he makes flight suits. So you
know. And he had Air Force and Navy and that he was -- did
contracts with the FBI.

Q Ckay.

A And | think the ATF, but -- I"'mpretty sure he said
t he ATF al so, but |I'm not sure.

Q And did he talk to you about Mark Fuller's politics
or political work?

A He did.

Q \What did you talk about in that regard?

A | asked him-- he made a statenent that Fuller would
hang Don Si egel man. And | asked hi m how he knew that, if he

got himin his court. And he said that Fuller was -- had
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been on the Executive Republican Committee at Alabama -- in
Al abama before he been a judge and he also told ne about a
backl oggi ng case, which is what you call the salary spike.
He called it the "backl ogging."

Q Wiy don't you describe that?

A | had never heard the term "backlogging.” So | had
to ask Rob what backl ogging was. Evidently from what |
understand, Fuller had an enpl oyee when he was at the DA s
j ob, before he got to be a job in Coffee and Pike. And he
had two enpl oyees, a secretary and an investigator. And
during his termof being DA sonehow that investigator
wasn't maki ng your typical salary, he kicked it up. And Rob
got to telling nme that there was an audit done, a coupl e of
audits, | think, and that Fuller just hated Don Siegel man
and t hought he was responsible for these audits on those
sal ari ed enpl oyees and that there was sonething involving a
backl oggi ng because they go back to figure your retirenent
and there was sonething kind of backl ogging deal. But |
didn't fully understand it at that tine.

Q And did he say any nore about what Don Siegel man had
to do with those audits that put Mark Fuller out?

A He said that Don Siegel man had caused Fuller to get
audited. That's what Fuller thought. He hated himfor
t hat .

Q And this comment that he is going to hang Don
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Siegelman, is that -- was that Rob R | ey speaking or was he
relayi ng sonet hing he had heard from soneone el se?

A | don't know. You would have to ask him

Q Did you have any understanding -- well, did Rob say
t hat anyone had spoken to Mark Full er about the Siegel man
case?

A | understood that Rob R ley believed that Mark
Ful |l er woul d get that case.

Q That is not exactly responsive and you may not know.
But did Rob Riley say that anyone had actually spoken to
Ful | er about getting the case?

A No.

Q D d he say how he knew -- did Rob say how he knew
they could get the case to Fuller?

A He said Mark Fuller would be the one who woul d be
t hat judge?

M. Sandler. The question was, did he say how he knew
that in the conversation

The Wtness. No. And | didn't ask how he knew.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Ri ght .
| nmean --
| under st and.

Sone questions are better not asked. So --

O » O » O

Take one second to | ook through ny notes before
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novi ng on.

M. Broderick-Sokol. Can we go off the record?

[ Recess. |
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Just really the last area | have to cover is your
decision to draft the affidavit that was marked as Exhi bit
3. At sone point in 2006, did you call Don Siegel man's
legal teamwth the information that you had?

A | did.

Q Wio did you call?

A | called Redding Pitt's office.

Ms. Lynch. Could you say that again?

The Wtness. Redding Pitt. | may have said it with an
S. Redding Pitt. | don't know himthat well. So -- but |
never met himactually.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q D dyoutalk to anyone fromhis office?

A | talked to a secretary, but she put nme straight
t hrough to voicemail .

Q And did you get a call back?

A  He never called ne back.

Q And at sonme point, did you end up di scussing that
the informati on you had on the Siegel man and Scrushy case
with a | awer nanmed Joe Espy?

A | did.
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Q Wwo is M. Espy?

A He was a | awer for Lowell Barron.

Q Howdid it occur to you to talk to M. Espy about
these matters?

A Inthe fall of 2006, a R |ley canpai gn person cane by
my office wanting ne to neet with the governor at a -- his
birthday party out at Randy and Kelly Omnens' house, who
Randy sings in the band Al abama and Randy's bandnmate, Teddy
Gentry is ny ex-brother-in-law, although he is still ny
brother-in-law. | nean, we get along. | see ny ex-husband
every day. But anyway, the thing is this, the governor was
having a birthday party out there and they wanted ne to neet
wth themto tal k about sonme canpaign stuff. And this
| awer asked ne to do sone things | did not feel confortable
Wi th.

M. Sandler. This |awer who?

The Wtness. He was a disbarred |lawer at that tine
actual ly, but he had been a | awer.

Ms. Lynch. Can | clarify? Ws that the canpaign
wor ker or --

The Wtness. The canpaign worker is the |awer. He
was a disbarred |lawer working in the Riley canpaign with a
guy nanmed Cerald Dial. And that |awer's name was Hoyt
Baugh.

M. Broderick-Sokol. Ckay. He asked you to do
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sonet hing you were not confortable with

M. Sandler. Hold on a second. |I'mnot clear on the
record. The disbarred | awer's nane was --

The Wtness. Hoyt Ball. Anyway as a result of that, |
ended up calling Joe Espy.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Wy M. Espy?

A | called Doc Barron, who is the brother of a senator
that they had asked nme to do this work for, a state senator.
And Doc called Lowell Barron and Lowel|l called Joe Espy.

And then they asked nme -- it got back down the food chain
sonehow for ne to call Joe Espy.

Q Was Joe Espy a |l awer representing any of these
peopl e?

A He represented Lowel .

Q Ckay.

A And | told Joe -- all | had told Doc Barron is they
asked nme to do sonething | felt unconfortable with and
Lowel | needed to be aware. And then, of course, | get this
phone call back that they want ne to talk to Joe Espy. When
| talk to Joe Espy, he recommends that | talk to the Bar.

So | ended up calling the Al abana Bar and talking to them
about this also.

Q And we're not talking -- we're not tal king about the

Si egel man- Scrushy prosecution. You're tal king about
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sonet hi ng they asked you to do that nmade you unconfortabl e,
you asked the Bar about that at Joe Espy's suggestion. How
did you cone to be talking to Joe Espy about the natters
that ultimately end up described in your affidavit?

A The Bar said that | could talk to Joe Espy, so |
call ed himback and | told Joe Espy what they had asked ne
to do. Joe Espy felt it was illegal, | believe. | nean, he
indicated that to ne. And, anyway, at one point he says
good God, why woul d they ask you, Jill Sinpson, |awer from
Rainsville, to do this. And | said, well, I'mthe one who
t ook the pictures when Don Siegel man conceded and | said |'m
sure you know about that because you represented
M. Siegel man back at that tinme. And Joe Espy said, no,
don't know about those pictures, but what are they pictures
of ?

Q Let nme stop you there. Joe Espy represented Don
Si egel man?

A Yes.

Q \Wien did he represent Don Siegel nan?

A In the election contest in 2002.

Q Ckay.

A And | knew that because of having worked with Rob
and vol unt eeri ng.

Q D d you describe the pictures for Joe Espy?

A No. Wien | realized he didn't know, | decided that
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| wasn't going to tell himwhat was in those pictures at
that point. |In that conversation. | did later on, but not
in that conversation

Q GCkay. Wen did you end up telling himthe things
that you knew that would show up in your May 3rd -- your My
21st affidavit that we've marked?

A In January -- end of January, first of February of
2007. That conversation had occurred in 2006 and that --
there was a case that pursued -- | told Joe Espy -- and this
m ght help. | don't know. | told Joe Espy they were fixing
to file a suit because that disbarred | awer had asked ne to
be involved in sonmething illegal in that. So there was an
ongoing suit. So | talked to him And when the case was
being dism ssed is the date that he got back on the
pi ctures.

Q Let me -- he got back on the pictures?

A He got back on the subject.

Q And what did he ask you?

A He said, Jill, the case is about to be over with the
senators. And he said, so, | really have no conflict in --
you know, you can tell me this and I'd have client
confidentiality if you told nme kind of what the gist of this
was Wwth these pictures. | won't ever tell anybody is
basically -- | can't say exactly what his words were, but he

said he would not ever tell. But he really wanted to know



what those pictures were of. And he was speculating. His
mnd was in the gutter and I finally just told himwhat the
pi ctures were of.

Q GCkay. And did you tell himabout the conversation
that you were on as well?

A | did.

Q About trying to pressure M. Siegelman to concede?

A | did.
Q D dyou tell himabout the reference -- did you tell
hi m about the Bill Canary statenent that had been worked out

with the Justice Departnent?

A | told himpretty nmuch the story.
Q And --
A | did not tell himabout Fuller.

Q And what did he say?

A | just told him-- | nean, | did not tell him about
Full er and the 2005 conversation. | didn't see that was a
need at that particular point.

Q GCkay. And what did he say to you once he |earned
t hat information?

A \Wat?

Q \What was M. Espy's reaction to that information?

A Basically he felt | had an ethical duty to call the
Bar and tell themwhat | knew about that.

Q Wy did he think that?
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A Because he thought that.

Ms. Lynch. I'msorry. I'mgoing to object. D d he
actually state his thought or are you just speculating to
what he thought?

The Wtness. | hate specul ating anyway. He just told
me he felt | should call the Bar. |'mnot going to get into
what his nental inpressions were.

M. Broderick-Sokol. Absolutely. And thank you.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKQOL:
So what did you do?

| called the Bar.

QO » O

And what did they say?

A They said that | should probably talk to
M. Scrushy's attorney because in that conversation we had
tal ked a | ot about Terry Butts who had represented in
addition to M. Canary, we had tal ked about Terry Butts, who
had represented governor Riley and had al so represented
M. Scrushy. And | knew from sone of that conversation,
you' ve not asked ne that question, a couple of other things
about that. So the Bar said that | needed to call Art
Leach.

Q Wat did you know about Terry Butts representing
M. Scrushy?

A | knew fromthings that Rob had told ne that Terry

Butts woul d go back and tell the governor things, even
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t hough he acted like they weren't friendly, he would tell --
M. Sandler. I'msorry. This is -- your question was
whet her Terry Butts had represented R chard Scrushy?

M . Broderick-Sokol . Yes.

The Wtness. Yes, he represented R chard Scrushy.
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:
Q In what case?
A In the Don Siegel man-Ri chard Scrushy case.
Q The crimnal case at that tinme is pending in the
m ddl e district of Al abama?
A That's correct.
Q GCkay. And Rob had previously told you that
M. Butts was doi ng what?
A He would occasionally tell stuff about what was
going on with Scrushy's case.
Q To who?
A To Bob.
Ms. Lynch. Bob?
The Wtness. Riley.
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q And when did Rob Riley tell you that?

A | can't say for certain the dates. | nean, | didn't
wite themdown. It was just gossip.
Q But was that in that sane January 2005 -- late

January, early February 2005 conversation?
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A It would have been sonetinme in the early part of

2005, but | can't say or -- | really can't say a date
because | -- |I'm hesitant because, | nean, he nentioned that
several -- | nmean, he nentioned -- he nmentioned that Terry
Butts was -- he, at one point, nentioned to ne that Terry

Butts was going to be representing Scrushy, whenever that
happened, that's what he nentioned. And then he said that
Terry Butts had told himX, Y, Z. And | didn't really wite
down what Terry Butts had told. So, you know, | can't say
specifically what they said, but, |I nmean, | knew that there
was di scussi on.

Q OCkay. D dyou go to the Bar after you spoke to Joe
Espy as he had suggested you shoul d?

A Yes, | did.
And what did they tell you to do?
Call Art Leach.
Wo is Art Leach?
He is an attorney for Scrushy.

And did you call M. Leach?

> O » O » O

| did.

Q And can you describe the conversation you had with
M. Leach?

A | told himwhat had occurred about the Klan rally
and t he phone call.

Q And did you tell him about Judge Fuller?



A He asked ne -- Art told nme, he said Jill, you know,
this is an interesting story. He said, is there anything
el se you know -- because if | was you, if | knew anything
else right now, | think I would go ahead and tell ne, you
know -- | nean -- because | just told himthat. But he
asked if there were other things that | knew that | thought
they m ght should know. And | told himthere was one ot her
thing, but | needed to see if | could docunent it because |
didn't want to say anything about a Federal judge that |
couldn't docunent, you know what |'m --

Q Yeah.

A Sol told himthere are sone things and | need to

| ook up those things to see. But | did not -- | didn't tel
himwhat it was. | didn't tell himit was a Federal judge.
| just said there is sonething else, but 1'll send you an

68

e-mail on it if | get it. He asked ne to do sone things for

himalso in that conversation
Q GCkay. Wen is this conversation?
A It was sonetinme before 2/05 because the things he

asked me to do | e-mailed himand gave you a copy of.

Q Before --

A 2/05/07.

Q Before February 5, 20077

A Right.

Q GCkay. And what did he ask you to do in that



69

conversation?

A He -- when | told himny story, he asked ne if |
still had a copy of the pictures.

Q ay. And what did you tell hin®

A No, but | thought that I mght could find a copy
because | had been to the Klan rally and | knew that the
press was there and I knew that there was vi deotapes out
t here.

Q Ckay.

A And he asked me to see if | could run those down.

Q D d he ask you at that tinme to do an affidavit or
give hima statenment?

A He told me that he would like to take an -- he would
like for ne to do a statenent, a witten/sworn statenent.

Q Now, Art Leach, you said, is one of M. Scrushy's
| awyers?

A [Wtness nods head.]

Q And Terry Butts is another one of M. Scrushy's
| awers at that tinme?

A Unh- huh.

Q So howdid he -- did he say anything to you that he
believed M. Butts should not be representing M. Scrushy?

A Art Leach had a very difficult tinme when | explained
to him-- yes, he liked Terry Butts.

Ms. Lynch. 1'mgoing to object. That is not
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responsi ve.
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q D d he say anything to you that he did not think
M. Butts should be representing M. Scrushy?

A If | what | said was true, he should not be
representing M. Scrushy?

M. Sandler. The question was, did he say that to you?

The Wtness. Yes, he did, you know. But | don't think
he -- okay.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKQOL:

Q And he asked you to do a sworn statenment?

A He did.

Q And did you do one at that tine?

A No.

Q Wy not?

A | really didn't want to be involved with this, but

the Bar had told ne because after | told Joe Espy, Joe Espy
said he thought | had ethical duty. | called the Bar hoping
that | didn't. They said | did. So then when |I called him
| didn't really want to do that. And, so -- but | told him
| would get hima copy of the tapes and stuff |ike that.
Q Okay. And you also -- | believe you said that you

decided not to tell himabout the Fuller information because
you wanted to see if you could docunent it?

A That is correct.
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Q Guven that these were allegations about a Federa
judge. And did you nake sone efforts to docunent what Rob
Riley had told you?

A | did.

Q And did you find any information about Judge Fuller?

A | did.

Q OCkay. Let ne mark Sinpson -- thisis 7. This is 6.
We never, | think, got a sticker onit. And this wll be 7.

[ Si npson Exhibit No. 7
was marked for identification.]
The Wtness. Can we go off the record a m nute?
[ Di scussion off the record.]
BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q Going forth. 1've marked as Sinpson 7 a letter from
you to Art Leach February 15, 2007 which just |ooking at it
appears to describe information about, quote, your judge and
your M. Scrushy case. Wy don't you tell me what this
letter is?

A  Well, | got to thinking about what Art Leach had
said about telling himanything extra and got to thinking
about the fact that they wanted ne to do an affidavit and |
didn't really want to do an affidavit. So I pulled all the
stuff | knew about the judge and | hoped that if |I gave them
the judge stuff, |I would never have to do the affidavit.

And this is the letter that | sent. And | tried to nake it
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as general, not as though it was personal know edge by ne,
but just share the facts.

Q The letter doesn't -- it is intentional that this
| etter does not say Rob Riley told ne sone of these things,
it is just facts that are reported?

A That is correct. Because | didn't want themto ask

me to do an affidavit on Judge Fuller for sure.

Q As far as you know, was the information -- well
this letter says it was faxed over and I'l|l just note that
on the third page it says it was the 17-page fax. | have

not marked as an exhibit the stack of Fuller-related
material that you sent up to the commttee. But in addition
to this letter, did you send records and docunents about the
judge's finances and other things to M. Leach?

A | sent sone, but | didn't send all that | had at
that tine.

Q Ddyouultimtely give himeverything that you
have?

A | did.

Q And do you know if the materials you have provided
to Art Leach were used to draft a notion seeking a recusal
of Judge Fuller?

A They were.

Q And did you play -- what role did you play in

drafting that notion?
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A | did not draft or wite one word of that. They did
send a copy for ne to look at and to reviewto see if | saw
any factual m stakes because | had pulled all the stuff and
| knew the facts.

Q D d you correct any factual m stakes?

A | actually think that there was one m stake on a
figure for one of the contracts and | told them but | did
not type on no page or anything. | think I just orally said
| don't think that is the right anpbunt of noney in a
contract. | think they nmessed up on the anount.

Q OCkay. And are you aware that that recusal notion
was ultimately deni ed?

A | am

Q And when did you learn that?

A | guess the day it happened fromthe news or from
one of them | don't know.

Q Wwell, do you renmenber when that was?

A It would have been, | believe, in -- it could have
been late April, but | think it was around the first of My.
| wasn't keeping up with dates.

Q You testified a mnute ago that you had hoped that a
recusal notion m ght succeed and relieve you of what you
felt was sone obligation to do an affidavit. D d the denial
of the recusal notion affect your decision, whether to draft

an affidavit?
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A It did. But the Bar -- and this is one thing |
should say. Wwen | sent this letter, the Bar told ne -- |
tal ked to them about this that | sent. And | -- | told Rob
Lusk they were wanting nme to do an affidavit and | didn't
want to do an affidavit, you know, if | didn't have to. But
the Al abama Bar felt | had an ethical and kind of a noral

obligation to do one in light of what | had -- what ny story

was.
Q | think I mssed a nane you said. You told --
A Robbie Lusk. | had nmultiple conversations with him
Q Wi is he?
A He is the general counsel for the ethics portion of
t he Bar.

Q Thank you.

A And so | kind of felt an ethical duty to do an
affidavit with what | knew and in light of all of the
circunstances after Fuller recused. | had hoped he
woul dn't -- | had hoped he'd rule in a way in a way that |
woul dn't have to do an affidavit.

Q GCkay. W have been speaki ng about contacts you've
had with Art Leach who represented M. Scrushy. D d you
have contacts with anyone representing M. Siegel nan about
drafting an affidavit?

A | have only had two contacts with M. Siegel man.

Q | asked about anyone representing himfirst.
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A 1've never had any contacts with anyone representing
him 1've not spoken with one of his |awers to date.

Q GCkay. And you have had contacts with M. Siegel man
hi msel f ?

A Two.

Q How did those cone about?

A | believe it was February sonetine.

Ms. Lynch. I'msorry. O this year?

The Wtness. O 2007. It was after | had talked to
Art Leach. | asked a friend of mne who | do |legal work for
to run an AutoTrack for me on Mark Fuller. And which
basically will -- what an AutoTrack is kind of like a |ist
that shows all these finances and | was running all these
pl anes that he owned because he owned -- his corporation
owned a bunch of planes and it is kind of an investigative
conput er generated program M. Bollinger knew
M. Siegel man and he asked ne --

Q And who is M. Bollinger?

A He is a client of mne.

Q And is that the one you were just referring to a
nmonment ago?

A Yes.

Q GCkay. So you asked M. Bollinger what?

A |If he would run an auto track for ne on Fuller.

Q

Yeah. But then you were just about to say sonething
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el se you asked hi n?

A And -- well, | didn't ask himanything else but to
run an AutoTrack. Anyway when he ran the AutoTrack, he
basically asked ne what is this about and | told himthat I
was trying to avoid having to give an affidavit, you know,
because the Bar kind of felt |I had this noral/ethical duty.
And he said that he was going to contact Don Siegel man. And
| told himl don't think you ought to do that. And he said,
well, you didn't tell. So around that sanme tinme | had
witten the letter -- | think | had already witten the
letter but I"'mnot certain on that. So he --

Q Had already witten what letter?

A This letter, the 15th, the February 15th letter.

Q GCkay. Sinpson Exhibit 7.

A And he called Don Siegel man and he told Don
Si egel man the judge thing. Don had already heard, | reckon
fromwhat | understood, through Scrushy's bunch, the phone
call, but had not heard the Fuller stuff or whatever. But
he called and told Don the Fuller stuff. And then Don
call ed me because Mark called nme back and said that Don
Si egel man wanted to speak to ne. That is the first tinme |
ever tal ked to Don Siegel man.

Q GCkay. D d he -- when did you speak to hinf

A | don't know what the date was.

Q In this sanme period of February 20077
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A Yes.

Q After you sent that letter to Art Leach?

A I'mnot certain if the letter had gone out. | was
already working onit. | can't say with certainty.

Q That's great. And did M. Siegel man phone you?

A He did.

Q And where were you when you got that call?

A | was at ny office | believe.

Q Was anyone else with you?

A  No. Mrk had called nme at honme and said that Don
was wanting to talk to nme and | said, well, I'mheading to
the office. So as | recall, it was at the office.

Q GCkay. And what did M. Siegel man say?

A M. Siegel man knew about the phone cal
ci rcunst ances by that point and I don't know how for
certain. But he al so asked ne about Judge Fuller.

Q Okay. D d he ask you to do an affidavit?

A He told ne it would help if I would do an affidavit,
would I mnd speaking to his |lawers and doing an affidavit,
and | told himat the tine that | didn't really want to do
an affidavit if | didn't have to, but | had been doing that
research on Fuller and -- fromwhat Rob had told nme -- and
t hought | could avoid it.

Q GCkay. | think you said you had two conversations

wth M. Siegel man.
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A  Yeah, that one |asted about 45 m nutes. The next
one, he shows up sonetine in March or April over at Mark
Bol li nger's house or office. | think maybe an offi ce.
don't know. They just called ne froma nunber. And asked
me again if I would do an affidavit. And that was a
10- m nute phone call. They were going to see Artur Davis,
t hi nk, because it seens |like they nentioned he was speaking
sonmewhere. And they were going to go see him that
M. Siegelman was. And he invited Mark to go with him

Q To see M. Davis speak. D d -- was that before the
recusal notion had been deni ed?

A | believe it was.

Q And did you agree to do an affidavit at that tine or
were you still holding out hope of avoiding doing it?

A | was hol ding out hoping to avoid doing it.
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RPTS SCOTT

DCWN BURRELL

[2:35 p.m]

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKQOL:

Q So, ultimately, what changed your m nd, and why did
you finally decide to draft the affidavit that was marked as
Exhi bit 3?

A Wll, I thought it was the right thing to do.

Q And the affidavit is dated?

A March 21 -- May 21st.

Q My 21st. Wen did you begin drafting it?

A  Wien did | begin?

Q

VWll, why don't you describe for ne how this

affidavit became drafted?

A

Ckay. | told John Aaron | was nervous about

drafting the affidavit.

Q Wwois M. Aaron?

A He is a | awyer.

Q \Who does he represent?

A  No one in this deal, technically, | don't reckon.

Q Wiy were you discussing it with hinf

A In the first phone call that I had wth Don
Siegelman in February or early March -- and | think it was
February -- he said that John Aaron was a political

researcher, and | told himwhat | had been researchi ng about
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M. Fuller and that | was still pulling up stuff,

Judge Ful ler, and he had had -- he said, well, John Aaron
could help you, and he said, "I'll have himgive you a
call." So John Aaron gave ne a call on pulling up, but I
sent you all --

M. Sandler. Just let himask the question.

The Wtness. Anyway, John Aaron, | just got to know
hi mthrough that, and that's -- | just asked himto help ne
wite the affidavit.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SOKCL:

Q In ternms of advising you?

A Yeah, alittle bit.

Q You had tal ked to him about the facts of the Klan
rally in the phone conversation before?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Start again -- not again -- but continue.

You spoke to John Aaron.

A  And | asked himif he would just help me with the
affidavit, but I didn't like his affidavit at all, so --

Q D d he prepare a draft of an affidavit?

A He did.

Q Roughly, how far before May 21st was that?

A | don't knowif it wasn't the sane day. | don't
recall if it was 2 days or 3 days or what. | nmean | just --

it seens like it was a couple of days before, but | kind of
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just kept del ayi ng.

Q Okay. So he prepared a draft and gave it to you.

What was your reaction when you | ooked at it?

A | didn't like it.

Q GCkay. Wwell, what didn't you |like about it?

A | thought | just needed to do it. John Aaron, he
just did a basic affidavit that was about Terry Butts.

Q GCkay. So the focus of it didn't include everything
you thought it needed to include?

A Rght, and | felt like if I was going to do an
affidavit | only wanted to do it one tinme, and they asked ne
to do it on the specific day. | knew the events that had
occurred, and so | sat down with nmy secretary on the day
that that thing is signed, and | redid the affidavit
conpl etely.

Q D dyou start fromscratch or did you start with
Aaron's and change it around?

A I'mnot certain. | basically got kind of the format
of what they wanted in an affidavit, and | do affidavits
occasionally, but | just -- but I don't know whether she did
it fromtheirs or not. | dictated to her what | wanted to
say. That's what | recall.

Q So she was typing and you dictat ed?

A That's what | did.

Q D dyou just start and dictate strai ght through one
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time?

A | don't know. | may have | ooked at John Aaron's
affidavit. | nean | may have had her print it up and | ooked
at it, and then | dictated what | wanted ny affidavit to
say, so | pretty nmuch -- you know, |I'mnot going to say --
like, I may have kept the first three sentences that he said

or what ever. You know what | nean?

Q Yes.

A \Watever, but | dictated what | wanted to say.

Q And she did the typing?

A Un- huh.

Q And you said that was this very sanme day, My 21st?
A That's correct.

Q Did anyone else reviewit before you signed it other
t han yourself and your secretary?

A As | recall, | called Mark Bollinger to tell him
that | was going to go execute this at a | awer friend of
mne's office in Georgia because | had called himup, and I
told Mark that | wanted to deliver it to himin CGeorgia, and
so he pretty nuch had to drop everything to neet ne because
he had ot her plans because I'd just got on this whim of
goi ng ahead and doing it, and he said he would neet ne over
in R sing Fawmn, Georgia, and he said, "Send ne a copy," and
| think he made a grammatical correction as | recall, but |

don't renenber what the -- if | put a colon or a period or
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what that he didn't think needed to go sonewhere, and he may
have corrected a spelling on a word or sonething, but | nean
it was grammati cal .

Q D d he make any substantive suggesti ons about what
shoul d be or not be in the affidavit?

A | don't recall himsaying there was a change on a
word. | do recall that he said for ne to say -- he said,
"How are they going to know that was Karl Rove?" And |
said, "Well, he just said, '"Karl.' He didn't say, 'Kar
Rove,' so that's what I'mputting.” | do recall that. You
know what | mean?

Q Yes.

A And that's about it, so | didn't nake the change.

Q Right.

A | do recall that he suggested a change that | didn't
make.

Q Did anyone else reviewit before you executed it?

A | don't know if he sent it to John Aaron, or not
because he had tal ked to John Aaron. Mark had done an
affidavit also, so --

Q But you never spoke to John Aaron about what shoul d
or should not be in the affidavit that day?

A | may have got an e-nmail after the fact, but |I don't
recal |l speaking to John Aaron beforehand. John Aaron had

asked nme several tines on his original affidavit if | was
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happened, so |I've got to wite what happened exactly."

Q Okay. You went to Georgia. You executed it.

Did Mark Bol linger neet you there?

A He did, and on the way there, | called Richard
Scrushy's office and told them

Q How did you get it to then?

A That was the agreenent. Mark would neet ne in
CGeorgia and take it to John Aaron, and Scrushy got -- |
called their office or his nunber or whatever -- | don't
remenber -- and told himthat | had decided to do an
affidavit and had done it because they had call ed several
tinmes.

Q Yes. GCkay. | have a couple of nore questions about
a couple of things that have cone up around the affidavit
that 1'mgoing to ask, and then I'll be done and in plenty
of time for your 3:00 o' clock.

So, before | do that, though, | want to go back to
sonething that | think -- | don't recall whether or not --
want to make sure | understand your testinony correctly.

In late January/early February when you' d stopped by
Rob Riley's office and you'd talked to him you descri bed
sonewhat the conversation you had about Alice Martin's
bringing a new case and Judge Full er.

Was M. Scrushy discussed in that conversation?
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He was.

Q Was the possibility of prosecuting himdiscussed as
wel | ?

A Yes.

Q \Wat was said about M. Scrushy in that
conversation?

A Rob said that they had come up with an idea to
prosecute Don with Richard Scrushy.

Q D d he say why they thought that was a good i dea?

A Because nobody likes Richard Scrushy, and he thought
that that would assure a conviction for Don Siegel man.

Q GCkay. Thank you.

You executed this affidavit back in May. It's been the
subj ect of a decent anount of public attention, and you' ve
had a good deal of tinme since then to think over these
matters and to talk about themwith ne and with journalists
and others. So | guess | wanted to ask:

At this point, do you still stand by everything that's
in your affidavit?

A 100 percent, yes.

Q |Is there anything you'd |like to correct or to change
that's in there that you don't think is correct?

A There's only one thing that |'ve figured out, and |
t hought about it after | saw the videotape. | took two

caneras that day, and | have it reading like |I gave them
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sonme pictures in one canera. | actually gave themtwo

caneras, and | don't know why ny nenory got jarred that day,

but | actually would -- | say in here that | took -- that I
had one canera, | think, and --
Q In paragraph 9, you say, "I took pictures on a

di sposabl e canera.”

A On a disposable canera. | should have said
"di sposabl e caneras,"” but that's the only thing.

Q Ckay. |Is there anything el se?

A No.

Q OCkay. One thing that |1've read are clains by sonme
t hat one reason you m ght have done this affidavit is that
you were, quote, "a disgruntled bidder on a tire contract."
| guess what is your -- | suppose the sinplest way is:

What is your reaction to that statenent?

A Wll, one, I"'mnot a bidder. M. Bollinger was a
bi dder.

Q OCkay. D d you represent himin the bid?

A | did.

Q Have you represented other bidders who don't get

contracts?

A Yes. |'ve never done a statenment on any of them
about sonething like this either, | can assure you.
Q Ckay, but did the denial of that contract -- | nean

did it cost you noney of income you m ght have earned?
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A It did. | get legal fees for the work that | do in
contracts, and you know, it just depends on what the |egal
fees are set up to be per a contract basis.

Ms. Lynch. |I'mnot sure that actually responded to the
guesti on.

BY MR BRODERI CK- SCKOL:

Q |Is the inplication of your statenent that you m ght
have made noney on this contract and that you didn't because
it was deni ed?

A That's correct. There is no way to know what a

contract like this would cost -- you know what |'m
saying? -- | nean whether you nmake in the end or not.
Q Sure.

A Sonetines you do when you do governnent bidding, and
sonetinmes you don't.

Q Sonetimes a contract like this can go down, and the
bi dder can | ose noney. |Is that what you're saying?

A R ght, and so --

Q Wwll, do you or M. Bollinger hold the rallies
responsi ble for his not getting that contract?

A Absolutely not. In fact, it's Don's people that
cost us, probably, the contract, M. Siegel man's.

Q It's Don Siegelmn's? Wy do you say that?

A It's Don Siegelnman's people, the ADEM The way t hey

do these ADEM committees --
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Al abama Departnent of Environnmental Managenent.

Ckay.

> O » O

They have a board of directors and all that that's
on it, and they had a | ot of hol dovers of Denobcrats, and in
fact, a Denocrat |obbyist actually shepherded through the
guy who got the contract.

Q Ckay.

A So, if | had any reason to be nad at anybody --
we've really gotten a howl out of this one. |f we had any
reason to be mad, | should be mad at Don Siegel man.

Q GCkay. D d either you or the bidder have any --
wel |, have you had further dealings with the R ley
adm ni stration since that contract was deni ed?

A Yeah. In fact, | warned Bob. | sent hima letter
because the Denocrats were going to put himon top of the
tire pile with the tire guy who was an illegal tire dunper,

so | warned himabout it after the contract was awar ded.

So, if I'd had a problemw th Bob on that, | would not have
warned him and he did not go. In fact, the newspaper
carried -- it's kind of an interesting little story.

Q | think you should stop.
A Ckay.

88

Q I'"mnot sure what question to ask, but can you just

describe it alittle nore sinply for people who are not
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famliar? |1'mnot fully understanding --

A | gave you a copy of a letter that | sent to Don --
to Bob Riley on --

Q | just want a short description of the conmunication
you had with Bob Riley that you were just referencing that
saved himfrom an enbarrassi ng appearance, | think.

A On August 7th of 2002, | called Bob Riley's office,
and | sent -- and talked to Toby Roth, and I sent hima
copy, and Mark Bollinger also called -- ny boss that | was
wor ki ng for, you know, doing the |egal services, called Toby
al so, and | sent hima copy of a docunent that showed that
the guy who they'd awarded the tire dunp to had been
determned to be an illegal tire dunper in Georgia,
basically, and that he had actually illegally dunped the
tires in Al abama, and Bob Riley was supposed to, the very
next day, get out on top of the tire pile with the guy and
get his picture. There's a whole series of newspaper
articles where Bob Riley was supposed to go, and he failed
to show up. He took ny advice, did not go, and did not get
his picture, and the series of newspaper articles in Al abanma
was "Were's Bob?" Kind of |ike "Were's Waldo?" It was
where was Bob that day.

Q Okay. This occurred after the contract had been
awar ded?

A Right.
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Q Ckay.

A Then M. Bollinger -- you know, |'ve read that so
much. M. Bollinger also threw a big reception for Bob with
anot her gentleman. | don't know what they spent, but they
had hima reception over in Guntersville. Well, | did not
get to attend that, but --

Q That was a fundraiser?

A A fundraiser after all this, too. So where all this
cones from | don't know.

Q \When you say "after all this,” do you nean after the
contract was denied Bollinger participated in holding a
fundrai ser for Governor Riley?

A He was -- he wasn't -- he didn't participate. He
was the thrower. He and another guy threw the party --

Q Ckay.

A -- for the --

Q Thank you. That's great.

A That's what they told ne. | didn't see the checks,
but that's what they told ne was they threw the party, so --
and | believe them

Q GCkay. | have two nore questions. One is:

Has anyone offered you anything in exchange for
speaki ng out on this subject or for providing the affidavit
that you did?

A No.
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Q Three questions. Has there been any -- strike that.
Two questions.

Have there been any costs to you for speaking out in
this way?

A  Absol utely.

Q And what have those been?

A Wll, |I had to pay ny |lawers to cone up here. |'ve
had to cone up here. | had to buy ny | awers dinner | ast
night. | nmean, you know, |'ve had to pay for the
phone calls that |1've had with ny |awers. | nean, you
know, all ny travel. | nean, it's just an expensive
endeavor.

Q Has it affected your business?

A It has dramatically affected nmy business. | nean
it's bad when you have -- | nean ny incone's way off. |
have not done a percentage, but it's way off for the sumer.
When you're called a liar every day in the newspaper, it's
pretty significant --

Q GCkay. |Is there anything el se --

A -- especially when you're called a liar by powerful
peopl e.

Q \What about the personal cost to you? Has there been
any?

A | don't knowif at this tinme, really, there is or

there isn't. You know, |'ve had sone unfortunate events,
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but I can't say that any of those were caused by that. The
press tries to claimthat, but I've told them you know, |

don't know, but | have had some unusual events.

Q GCkay. | was, actually, just thinking nore along the
lines of the stress of it all, but --
A Oh, | want to tell you it has been very stressful,

and it's been difficult for ny famly. People have
chal | enged that we're Republicans. M nother was on sone

ki nd of business council at sonme point where the President
woul d invite people, you know, to conme up for dinners and
stuff like that, and she never cane, but she got -- you
know, she always got the invitations and all that, and
peopl e have said, you know, "Jo," they say, "you're not a
good Republican.”™ | nean she had all kinds of awards in her
of fice, when she was an accountant, from Tom DeLay, and |
mean -- and when | say "awards," you know, plaques and stuff

because M. DelLay sent out a lot of that kind of stuff, and

so she -- it's caused her a |lot of enbarrassnent.
My sister, she -- she |oves the Bushes, | nean, and
al ways has. | nmean she worked for M. Bush before he --
Ms. Lynch. | think we've reached the point where the

gquestion is answered here.
The Wtness. -- at River QOaks Bank and Trust, so --

M. Broderick-Sokol. GCkay. | think I just --

The Wtness. -- and that's been hard on her, too.
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M. Broderick-Sokol. Ckay.

The Wtness. So, yes, it's been hard on ny whol e
famly.

M. Broderick-Sokol. GCkay. Wth that, |'m done.

Wiy don't we go off the record.
[ Recess. |
EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. LYNCH:

Q Let me just do a couple of |ike housekeeping
guestions, and then we can nove into sonme of the follow up
guestions | have on the phone call.

A That's okay.

Q Aside fromM. Sandler and Ms. Duncan, are you
represented by any other counsel ?

A No, | amnot.

Q Have you been represented in the past year on this
i ssue by any other counsel ?
| talked with Tormy Galli on.

And how do you spell his |ast name?
T-OMMY.
And his | ast name?

It is Galion, GA-L-L-1-ON.

s » © » O >»

Duncan. Yes.
BY MS. LYNCH

Q D d you speak to himin reference to --



94

A This case.

Q ~-- this case?

A Yes, and sone of his partners.

Q So was he providing you |l egal counsel?

A  He was.

Q But heis not at this tine?

A He -- | have talked to Tommy, but right at this

particular time, no.

Q So you would not consider himto be retained as
| egal counsel on this matter at this tinme?

A | talked to Toormy as | ate as yesterday, but
technically he is not ny lawer on this at this tinme, but he
has been.

Q So you spoke to himyesterday, but today he is not
your lawyer on this issue. D d you speak to hi myesterday
about this issue?

A | spoke to himabout this case yesterday, but he is
not technically ny |legal counsel.

Q OCkay. Let ne just refer you back to your affidavit.

A  kay.

Q You nmentioned that you swore out this affidavit in
Dade County, Georgia. |I'mnot sure if you explained why as
opposed to in the counties that you practice in in Al abana.

A Well, I'lIl tell you why, because it said Leura

Canary's nane in it, and it said Alice Martin, who are both
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powerful wormen in nmy state, and | knew that Rob Riley's
daddy had appointed the AG who was Troy King, and that Troy
had had sone issues about sone political cases that he had
brought that Rob had told nme stuff about, and so | decided
to go to Georgia to do ny affidavit.

Q So you're saying if you' d sworn out the affidavit in
Al abama - -

A | just didn't want to be subject to their
jurisdiction for any shape, formor fashion for any reason
what soever .

Q And swearing the affidavit out in Ceorgia --

A Woul d have brought different prosecutors to | ook at
this case, and | felt like I would get a fair shake from
that. | don't know a single solitary prosecutor in CGeorgia,
so that you know, either.

Q At whose office did you swear out the affidavit?

A | didit at John Emett's office.

Q Wwo is John Emmett?

A He's an attorney that | know in Georgi a.

Q Was he your attorney?

A No. | called John's office and asked his secretary
if -- 1 did not even talk to John about this. | just asked

her if she would notarize ny signature.
Q So it was notarized by his secretary?

A That's correct.
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Q Let's see. 1'll ask you sonme questions now about
t he phone call on Novenber 18th, 2002.

You stated earlier today that you placed a tel ephone
call to Rob Riley, and it was during this tel ephone cal
that you were put on speakerphone, and other persons were in

the roomon the tel ephone call.

A Uh- huh.

Q In your affidavit, I'lIl refer you to paragraph 11 --
A  Ckay.

Q ~-- on the page marked "Sinpson 2." It refers to

mul ti pl e phone calls --

A That's correct.

Q -- between you and Rob Ril ey.

A It says there were nultiple calls fromnme for -- to
me fromRob Riley and other people. It does not just say
"Rob Riley."

Q R ght. So when did these nultiple phone calls take
pl ace during that day? Wre they before or after the
phone call described in paragraphs 12 and 13 and beyond?

A There was a call that | have froma guy who was to
pick up the pictures. | talked to Rob R ley that afternoon
at sonme point in tine. He called ne and told nme to watch
the 6:00 o' clock news. Don would be conceding. | talked to
my girlfriend.

Q Ckay, but I'mjust curious about conversations
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bet ween you and Rob Ril ey.

A Ckay.

Q So you're saying, other than the phone cal
descri bed in paragraphs 12, 13 and beyond of your
affidavit --

A | had a couple of nore phone calls.

Q You had a couple of nore phone calls, and they were
after the phone call described in your affidavit?

A Yes, and | talked to one of ny girlfriends who al so
knows Rob. | talked to her about those pictures, too. So |
mean, you know, | talked to a bunch of people about the
pi ctures.

Q Ckay. I'mgoing to also refer you to -- so,
actually, strike that.

As to the phone call that involved Rob Riley and, you
say, M. Butts and M. Canary and ot her individuals, what
time did that occur on Novenber 18th?

A It occurred when | called Rob fromny car.

Q And what tine was that?

A It's 10:50. Right about 10:52, | think, is what the
tinme was on it. | nmean | have to go by the record on what
it was, and it says "10:52," so --

Q I'll refer you then to Exhibit 4. This is the
tel ephone billing record for the phone -- actually,

899-3601. You indicated earlier today that the |ast
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phone call on that page dated 11/18 at 10:52 a.m is the
phone call you're referring to?

A That's correct.

Q Can you explain to nme why it reads one nessage for
11 m nutes?

A | think what that is is these are the out-of-area
calls, and | have a cooperative phone -- ny cell phone is a
cooperati ve.

Q Can you, actually, answer the question of whether
you know why it says "nmessage" or not, | nmean, as opposed to
just specul ating about how t he phone conpany might bill? Do
you know for certain why it says "nessage"?

A | see those when | call out of the area.

Q Sothisis not a voice mail?

A That's not a voice mail, ma'am

Q Ckay. So, as to the phone call that occurred, as
you say, at 10:52 a.m on Novenber 18th, you stated earlier
that -- I"'msorry. You placed a phone call to Rob Riley.

I s that how that phone call began?

A Yes, it is.

Q And so then what happened after that?

A People were added into the phone conversation.
Q By whont?

A By Rob.

Q

Ckay. So Rob put you on speakerphone or he dialed
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i n other individuals?

A | know that Bill Canary was added. | do not recal
how. | renenber the speakerphone was turned on when Terry
Butts and a roonful of people got in there.

Q So Bill Canary, as you said, is dialed into the
phone call, but Terry Butts is in the roon?

A | can't say how Bill Canary was added on

Q So he mght have been in the room but he m ght not
have been?

A | can't say, mmam | don't know. | wasn't in the
room | just know he was on the phone.

Q Ckay. That's fine. You did nention, too, that,
aside fromRob Riley, Bill Canary and Terry Butts, there
were ot her individuals who you could hear because you were
on a speakerphone?

A | recall when we were talking to Terry Butts,
particularly in ny conversation with him-- Terry is nore
entertaining. Bill Canary is nore a busi nessman, okay?

Q M'am if you could just answer the question.

A Sorry.

Q There were other people -- you could hear other
people in the roomduring that tel ephone conversation?

A Not on the telephone call, but in Terry Butts
portion of it, when Terry started tal king, yes, they started

how i ng, | aughing.
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Q Could you tell how many people were in the roonf
Was it two? Was it five? Was it ten?

A | have no idea, ma'am but it was nore than one.

Q In your affidavit, you've attributed certain
statenents to particular individuals, whether it's
M. Canary, M. Rley or M. Butts. How were you able to
identify their voices?

A They're different.

Q So had you spoken to Terry Butts on the phone before
this?

A | had never spoken to Terry Butts on the phone
bef ore.

Q Wen he was making the statenents that you allege in
the affidavit, you are certain that you can't attribute that
to any of the other people who were in the roomat the tinme?

A I'mcertain that that was Terry Butts or the person
talking identified hinself as Terry Butts.

Q Had you spoken to Bill Canary on the phone before?

A Bill Canary had been on a phone conversation that |
had had with Rob before. | think he had actually been on
one or two.

Q Had he spoken during that tel ephone conversation?

A Uh- huh.

M. Sandler. Are you tal king about the prior tel ephone

conversation?
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Ms. Duncan. Say "yes" or "no," please.
The Wtness. Yes.
BY MS. LYNCH
Q For how long did that conversation |ast?
A | don't recall. | just knowthat Bill Canary had
been on a couple of other calls before.
Q D d you nake any notes about the tel ephone call that

occurred on Novenber 18t h?

A | was in ny car, reporting the pictures. No.
Q So, later that evening or any tinme after that -- the
next week, the next nonth, a year later -- at no point did

you make any notes about the phone call?

A No, | did not, but I wouldn't have forgotten it
because it was an interesting phone call. It caused
Governor Siegelman to concede or at least that's what |
t hought was goi ng to happen.

Q You've described several other conversations,
particularly with Rob Riley, after Novenber 18th, 2002.
guess the first question | have is:

How | ong have you been a licensed attorney?

A | have been |icensed since May of '89.

Q Have you had occasion to assist a client with
preparing an affidavit?

A Yes, | have.

Q GCkay. How many tinmes would you say you' ve done
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t hat ?
A | have no idea.
Q Less than six? Mre than six?
A A whol e bunch.
Q A whol e bunch? kay.
A That would be the best way of saying that.
Q The tel ephone conversation -- let's see.

There was, first you said, in |ate Novenber/early
Decenber a tel ephone conversation between you and Rob R | ey
that was -- for lack of a better word, I'll characterize it
as maybe a "fol |l owup."

A Not really. Rob and | tal ked regularly.

Q Ckay.

A | nmean it wasn't a follow up

Q But it was during that tel ephone call that you again
di scussed Si egel man's concedi ng the el ection?

A Yes, na'am

Q Ckay. According to what you said earlier,
apparently M. Butts indicated to M. Siegelman that on
Novenber 18th that not only would the pictures and photos of
the Klan rally disappear, but also any future prosecution
woul d go away; is that correct?

A That's what | understood Rob to say that Terry
stated, yeah --

Q So your phone call --
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A -- that Terry had told Rob that, yes.

Q And he had told that to M. Siegel man on
Novenber 18th. That's your understanding fromM. Riley?

A | understand that Terry told Rob that he did that,
yes.

Q So it wasn't just an issue with the KKK rally; it
was now an issue that all future prosecution would go away?

A Yes. Right.

Q Then there's a conversation in early 2005, which
believe -- | just want to nmake sure ny notes are correct on
this. This was a face-to-face conversation in M. R ley's
of fice?

A That's correct.

Q You nentioned that you had stopped by to show him

sone baby pictures.

A Yes.
Q 1'd just like to ask you a few questions about that
conversation. You say that -- excuse ne. I[I'msorry. |I'm

just reading ny notes real quick.

You said that, | guess, Rob stated he had gotten w nd
that Siegel man was going to run again --

A That's correct.

Q -- 1 assune, for Governor.
A Yes, na'am
Q

At this point, hadn't Don Siegel man been indicted on
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Federal bribery charges?

A He had had the Alice Martin case, and it had been
di sm ssed.

Q But he had been indicted on Federal charges?

A But it was gone fromwhat | understand.

Q "Yes" or "no," he had been indicted on Federal
char ges?

M. Broderick-Sokol. WeIlIl, maybe if you specify which

case or which court.

The Wtness. |'munclear.
BY MS. LYNCH
Q OCkay. Well, inthe Northern District of Alabama in

which Alice Martin is US. Attorney, at the tine that you
had this conversation with Rob Riley, Governor Siegel man had
been indicted in that case. Yes, the charges had been
dr opped, but he had been indicted?

A Yes.

Q Wre you aware of the fact that Governor Siegel man
had been indicted on those charges?

A | think so as | recall

Q GCkay. You said that Bill Canary and -- you know,
their nanes are so close together. M notes say Bob Ril ey,
but I'"'mnot sure if you neant Bob or Rob.

A | neant Bob.

Q So you neant Governor Riley?
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A | did.

Q OCkay. So you said that Governor Riley -- or Rob
Riley told you that Bill Canary and Governor R ley had a
conversation wth Karl Rove?

A That's correct.

Q And Rob Riley told you that Karl Rove then went to
the Public Integrity Section regarding fornmer
Gover nor Si egel man.

A That's correct. He said "his section.” That was
his use of it, but yes, nma'am

Q In that sanme conversation, Rob Riley also said to
you that he or some group of people had cone up with the
idea to prosecute M. Scrushy along wiwth M. Siegel man, as
you put it, because everyone dislikes M. Scrushy; is that
correct?

A That's not exactly a correct characterization as to
the way you said it.

Q Wiy don't you tell me what Rob said to you regarding
that matter?

A That they had cone up with the idea.

Q And who is "they"?

A | have no idea for certain. | mean | understood it
to be Rob and them but -- and if | said that earlier,
that's what | understood, but he said "they" --

Q That's fine.
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A -- which | understood to be Bob's bunch of close
f ol ks.

Q But he didn't actually identify anybody. He just
used the word "they" to the best of your recollection?

A He may -- | understood he was in on it, but | think
probably he said "they." | nean | can't say 100 percent,
but --

Q GCkay. So what did Rob say to you?

A He basically said that they had come up with an idea
to reindict Don and that they were going to include R chard
Scrushy, and they had figured out a way to do it, and |
basi cal |y asked them what was the way you're going to do it,
and | nean this is not verbatim but | basically asked him
what way are you -- how are they going to do that, and he
proceeded to lay out to ne the lottery issue.

Q I'msorry. Wiat is the lottery issue?

A Evidently, Don had sone kind -- | nean and this is
just fromny knowl edge. This is not from-- but he did
explain to me the lottery issue. Don --

M. Broderick-Sokol. [|'msorry.

BY MS. LYNCH
Q \Who explained the lottery issue to you? Are we
still tal king about your conversation with Rob Riley or are
you now referring to a different conversation?

M. Broderick-Sokol. | think you asked what was the
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lottery thing.

The Wtness. That's what she did. She asked ne what
the lottery thing is.

Ms. Lynch. Gkay. Then that's ny fault. Wat |'m
trying to dois --

M. Broderick-Sokol. | wasn't saying that. | was just

trying to retrace where we were.

The Wtness. Rob explained to ne that they had figured
out a way through the lottery circunstances -- and | don't
recall all the details -- but that they had a connection
with Don and Richard Scrushy on the lottery issue, and

that's --
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RPTS McKENZI E

DCIVN  NORMAN
[3:33 p.m]
BY MS. LYNCH

Q GCkay. And what do you nean by the lottery issue?
What did you understand Rob to nmean by the lottery issue?

A Rob made sone nention that Don had gotten sonme noney
fromRichard Scrushy to pay off a lottery debt. That's --
and | don't know exactly -- | don't recall exactly all the

details as to what he said, but the gist of it was, is that

he got noney illegally from Ri chard Scrushy.
Q I'msorry. Who got noney illegally from R chard
Scrushy?

A Rob inplied that Don Si egel man had gotten noney
illegally fromR chard Scrushy. That's what his tale was.
Q GCkay. And that was to pay off a lottery debt? That

was your understanding fromRob is it was a lottery debt?

A Alottery debt. | didn't understand all of it, you
know, but that's -- | didn't ask. It's not always good to
ask questions. | didn't ask that question.

Q | guess inthat -- | believe it's in the sane

conversation that you di scussed Judge Fuller?
A It is.
Q Gay. And I'ma little unclear. D d you know Judge

Ful I er from undergraduate or not?



109

A | did not. They say |I know who he is. That's what
Rob had kind of indicated. He said, oh, you know Judge
Fuller. I'mlike, no, | did not. To ny knowl edge. | can't
say | never net the man because they say | have, but | don't
t hi nk so.

Q And at the tinme that you had this conversation with
Rob, was Judge Fuller a judge? Had he been appoi nted?

A Yes, he was a judge.

Q But you were not aware that he was a judge?

A | didn't goto the Mddle District. Even though I'm
admtted in the Mddle District, | went one tinme to the
M ddle District out of ny 18 years.

M. Sandler. Wre you aware?

The Wtness. No. [I'msorry.

BY MS. LYNCH:

Q So you discussed with Rob Riley governnent contracts
t hat Judge Ful | er had?

A Yes.

Q |Is that correct? | think you nentioned that they
were fuel contracts or mai ntenance contracts or clothing
contracts. Could you explain a little bit nore when you say
that Fuller had these contracts, what do you nean? Did he
personal |y hold governnent contracts?

A He had a corporation.

Q \Wat was the nane of that corporation?
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A It was called Doss Aviation, and he al so had one
call ed Doss of Alabama. But | don't think that |
realized -- | think I knew about the Doss Aviation. But
until 1 ran him | don't think I knew that -- | thought that
t he cl ot hing was nade under Doss Avi ation because it was
flat suits, as in --

Q Ckay.

A But it's got two nanes.

Q Doss Aviation?

A And Doss of Alabama. W actually tal ked about that
conpany, too, that day, Doss Aviation.

Q And could you just explain for me a little bit about
how Judge Fuller's ownership or, you know, involvenent in
Doss Aviation was discussed in relation to M. Siegel man or
M. Scrushy or your previous tel ephone conversation? Just
connect the dots for ne, if you would, please.

A Okay. In that conversation in early 2005, Rob
started tal king about Mark Fuller. And I'mlike, Where have
| heard that nane? Because |'d heard it before. And he
tells me, he says that Mark was going to be the judge. He
said, Ch, you know him I'mlike, No, | don't. He said,
think you do. | said, Is he that guy y'all said before that
does them aviation contracts? And that's when he proceeded
to say, Yeah, he has a conpany call ed Doss Aviation.

said, Is he still doing that since he's becone a judge?
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Sonething along that lines | can't say verbatim but
sonething along that line. And he said, Ch yeah; and he
proceeds to start telling me about the conpany.

Q So in that conversation, Rob told you that Judge
Ful l er was going to be the judge on a case prosecuting
Si egel man and Scrushy toget her?

A That's what | understood.

Q Let me just back up a second and do a coupl e of
guestions on -- for both this conversation that you had face
to face with M. Riley and for the tel ephone conversation
that was in either | ate Novenber or early Decenber of 2002,
did you nmake any notes of either of these conversations?

A No. | never made notes of what | tal ked to about
Rob. W were just gossiping. So --

Q GCkay. So anything that you're describing to us is
based just on your recollection today? You don't have any
notes that you nmade at the tinme that the conversations
happened or anything like that?

A No. But |I -- thething is this: |[|'ve never forgot
about Mark Fuller because he --

Q GCkay. That's fine. You are basing this off of your
menory today as opposed to any notes that you nade at the
time?

A | didn't nmake any notes at the tine.

Q Okay. Fine. | guess I'mcurious to know that,



112

aside fromthe conversation described in your affidavit, you
have had -- you've described today now two subsequent
conversations with Rob Riley where it is, at a m ninum
inplied that there was -- first in the conversation of late
Novenber, early Decenber 2002, that M. Butts had maybe not
guar ant eed but had nmade sone assurance that Siegel man woul d
not face any prosecution if he conceded the el ection
chal | enge?

A Yes.

Q So that's the first conversation. And nowin early
2005 you have a face-to-face conversation where Rob Ril ey
makes statenments to you that there has been planning as to
how M. Scrushy and M. Siegel man woul d be prosecuted, that
he was aware that Judge Fuller would be the judge on the
case, that Judge Fuller had nade a statenent that he was
goi ng to hang Don Si egel man.

|"mcurious to know, did this trouble you at all?

A It did.

Q So what did you do in response to this? D d you --

A | told Rob at the time that | did not think, just so
you know, that Don Siegel man and them their bunch, | said,
They' || probably file to get himout. Rob said, Wll,
don't know.

Q They'll -- I don't understand what you nean by file

to get them out.
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A Rob told ne all these things about Fuller, and that
he thought Fuller would be the judge. | told himl did
not -- | figured they'd file objections or sonething |ike
that. So | didn't know.

Q OCkay. That's not responsive to ny question. M
guestion is, ny question is, first of all you say that you
were troubled by the things that Rob Riley was telling you

A Yes.

Q You' ve been a practicing attorney for nearly 20
years. And according to you, soneone has just made
statenents that there is sone sort of planning or, you know
cooperation going on in relationship of how the forner
Gover nor of Al abama was going to be prosecuted.

And |'m asking you, did you report this to the Al abama
State Bar, did you nake any notes of it, did you feel that
there was any duty on your part as a licensed attorney to
report this conduct that we're now just hearing about for
the first tinme today?

A Rob had told nme what | considered to be hearsay. |
had not -- as far as regards to those things. And I had not
checked t hem out .

Q So you're saying that because you coul d not
substanti ate statenents nmade by Rob in these conversations,
you felt that you shouldn't report those to the Al abana Bar.

| s that what you are sayi ng?
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A Right.

Q The statenents made in your affidavit that you
report the conversation of Novenber 18, 2002, would you al so
characterize those as hearsay?

A | would not characterize them | was on that
conversation

Q But Terry Butts in -- let's see. 1'll get you the
par agraph here. |n paragraph 16 on what's marked as Si npson
3 of -- Exhibit No. 3, your affidavit characterizes the
conversation as -- and I'll quote this: That WIlliam --

Bill Canary told himnot to worry, that he had al ready
gotten it worked out with Karl, and Karl had spoken to the
Departnent of Justice and the Departnent of Justice was

al ready pursuing Don Siegel man.

Wul d you not characterize that -- the conversation
the all eged conversation between M. Canary and M. -- or
the person referred to as Karl as hearsay?

A It is hearsay.

Q D d you nmake any efforts to substantiate that
statenent before reporting it in your affidavit?

M. Broderick-Sokol. Are you asking about hearsay as a

technical, legal, would it be adm ssible in court natter?
Ms. Lynch. No. Wat |I'masking is that she has just
stated that the reason why she didn't report any of the

subsequent conversations between her and Rob Riley to the
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Al abama Bar or anybody el se, despite being troubled by them
i s because she characterizes themas hearsay. [|'m now
pursuing the fact --

The Wtness. | cannot say whether they were true or
not. These were just the statenents nade.

BY MS. LYNCH

Q But could you say whether the conversation that you
characterized in paragraph 16 of your affidavit is true or
not ?

A It is true as to what Bill Canary said on the
tel ephone. And what | understood that | have testified to
is truth as to what the man neant. As far as whether Kar
Rove said this to Bill Canary or Bill Canary said that, |
can't say, and | wouldn't attenpt to say.

Q So you have no personal know edge of whether Karl --
t he person naned Karl who you assuned to be Karl Rove --
ever made statenents to Bill Canary as they are
characterized in your affidavit?

A You said | have no personal know edge. | know t hat
Bill Canary said that.

Q No, ma'am - -

A No, you said that. And | know that Bill Canary said
it. So | do have personal know edge, ma' am

Q No. You have personal know edge. Excuse ne. And

what | asked you was whet her you had personal know edge of
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statenents nade by Karl Rove to Bill Canary. Do you have
any personal know edge of a statenent made by Karl Rove to
Bill Canary?

A | know what Bill Canary said on the phone.

Q That's fine. Qher than what you say was said in
t he tel ephone conversation, do you have any personal
know edge of statenents made by Karl Rove to Bill Canary?

A | know what Bill Canary said to those statenents. |
mean, that's an answer.

M. Broderick-Sokol. Are statenents nade --

The Wtness. | nean, | can't say what Karl Rove and
Bill Canary tal ked about.

Ms. Lynch. That is exactly what |I'mgetting at.

The Wtness. | can only say what Bill Canary said that
Karl Rove said

M. Broderick-Sokol. Bill Canary could be lying, for

exanpl e, when you heard them You don't know about ot her
t hi ngs that happened outside your presence.

The Wtness. | can only state what people said.

[ Di scussion off the record.]

BY M5. LYNCH

Q | would Iike to just get back to what we were
di scussing a nonent ago. Can you explain to nme why, when
you swore out this affidavit on May 21 of 2007, you included

a description of a conversation from Novenber 18 of 2002 but
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did not include subsequent conversations that you have now
descri bed today that you claimwere very troubling to you
and that had relationship to the Siegel man-Scrushy
prosecution. Can you explain that, please?

A | can explain that. | told them!| did not want to
do an affidavit against a Federal sitting judge. In Al abama
we have some ethical rules that we are not supposed to talk
badl y about the court. So I told them!| just would not sign
an affidavit about that. They asked nme to limt it solely
to the day of Novenber 18 and the phone call. And so --

Q \Who asked you to do that?

A I'mnot sure. | think John Aaron had talked to
soneone. You would have to talk to him But John Aaron, |
told himl would not do the affidavit on Judge Fuller

because we had those ethical rules about talking badly about

a judge, and | just wasn't going to do it. Even though
t hought what he had done was right, | wasn't going to do it.
Q I'msorry. So are you saying that the ethical rules

of Al abama pl ace the position of a Federal judge above
reporting suspected collusion on the part of a Federal judge
in a case, or possible msconduct by a Federal judge? I
mean, | amjust curious to know what the ethical rules
require in Al abanma.

A W are not supposed to disparage the court, and |

was not going to participate in disparaging the court. And
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| was not required by law. |If they subpoenaed ne, | would
testify as to what the conversation was, and that's what |
told them

Q Aside fromyour concern about your ethical duty with
regards to Judge Fuller, you have described today a
conversation wwth Rob Rl ey where he, according to you,
inplies that Scrushy and Siegel man were intentionally
prosecuted together to get CGovernor Siegelman. Wy
didn't -- that doesn't have anything to do with Judge
Fuller, so why didn't you report that?

A Well, the thing is this, is Rob Riley told ne that.
| didn't know if that would really happen or not. | didn't

know if that was truth or fiction

Q And so --
A And | had -- after | watched it play out, | realized
it was. But 'til | sawit, | didn't knowif it was true. |

didn't know Mark Fuller. So | didn't knowif --
Q I'mgoing to object to that response, that there's a

connection between that statenment and the fact that they

were tried together is proof of the statenent. | nean
that --

A | don't think you can object. | think this is a
sworn statenment. | don't nean to be ugly, but I've told
you --

Q I'msorry, but there was --
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A This is not sonething you can object to, ma' am
This is a sworn statenent we're taking.

M. Sandler. Just wait a m nute.

Ms. Lynch. | just take issue with the specul ation that
the fact that Siegel man and Scrushy were later tried
together is proof of the --

M. Sandler. | don't think she said that.

M. Broderick-Sokol. She believes it's true.

The Wtness. After watching it happen, but | did not
know.

Ms. Lynch. Could | ask the court reporter to read that
back to us?

[ The reporter read back the question.]

Ms. Lynch. So I'mnot sure if I -- I"Il just ask the
guestion again since | interrupted the answer the |ast tine.
BY MS. LYNCH

Q Wiy did you not either report to the Bar or include
in the affidavit the statenent by Rob Riley that both
Scrushy and Siegel man would be tried together -- | think as
you said it -- because a |lot of people disliked M. Scrushy,
and this was a way to get Governor Siegel man? Can you
explain why you didn't report it to the Bar or include it in
the affidavit?

A Rob said that was the plan. | didn't know if that

was true or not. But | -- and so | didn't report it. |
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mean, you know, that's what he told ne.

Q And why was that statenent al one not enough to cause
you -- you know, did that not cause you concern?

A He said that -- in that conversation, he said that
he believed they were going to be able to prove that
M. Scrushy illegally gave noney -- just like | said when

answered his -- to M. Siegelman. That's why it didn't

cause nme to pause. | nean, if they could prove a crim nal
act, | had no reason to report it to the Bar. But | nean,
it concerned me about Fuller, and | told Rob, | said in that

conversation, and | said, You know, | don't think Fuller can
hear that based on the facts he told ne. He said, Ch, we'll

see. And that was basically it.

Q Ckay.
A | didn't know if there was anything ethical bad or
not. If they're guilty?
So if -- strike that.

A This is not a strike, is it?

M. Sandler. Wit for questions.

BY MS. LYNCH
Q | was striking me saying the word "if".
A Okay. That's what | was trying to figure out. |I'm
sorry. | was trying to figure out, is she striking

sonething | said or not? Anyway.

Q OCkay. I'mgoing to fast-forward a little bit to,
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guess, February of this year. W earlier admtted or marked
Exhibit 6, which is a DVD vi deotape of the KKK rally.

A Yes.

Q And could you just rem nd ne again, when did you
receive that?

A A couple weeks ago. | can't say exactly how | ong
ago, but | nean it has been within the |ast nonth.

Q OCkay. So maybe let's just say sonetinme in md- to
| ate August or early Septenber of 2007 is probably when you
received it?

A That is correct.

Q And you have said that you received it from| guess
what we'll just describe as |ike an anonynous source who is
associated wwth the -- I'"'msorry. Wich police departnent
is it again?

A  Scottsboro.

Q Scottsboro Police Departnent.

In describing a tel ephone call with M. Art Leach, who
| believe is one of M. Scrushy's attorneys, you said that
you described to himthe KKK rally and the tel ephone call of
Novenber 18 to himon the phone. And it was in that
conversation where he asked you if there were other things
that you knew about. And | believe what your answer was,
was that you didn't feel confortable telling himabout

anything to deal with Judge Full er because you coul dn't
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docunent it, you couldn't corroborate it?

A | didn't tell himanything about Judge Fuller at
all.

Q The reason why you did that is because you didn't
feel confortable doing it --

A | didn't knowif it was truth. | didn't know Mark
Fuller at all. | just knew what Rob had told ne.

Q But you stated earlier what you did nention to
M. Leach at that tinme was that there were videotapes of the
rally, and you knew of those vi deot apes?

A | told M. Leach that | knew of pictures, and | may
have nmentioned -- | knew of pictures and who had pictures.
And | probably told himthat | saw vi deo people that day --
as | recall I told himthat -- but | did not know who they
wer e.

Q So you -- while you were taking pictures at the
rally, you saw people videotaping the rally?

A Raght. But -- and | think I also told himthat I
t hought that the Klan Watch people with Morris Dees
vi deotapes all things, all Klan things. But | didn't know
any video -- who the videotapers were.

Q You also nentioned -- | apologize if |I'mjunping
around. I'mjust kind of going through nmy notes. But you
said that you were reluctant -- you didn't want to do an

affidavit.
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A | didn't want to do an affidavit.

Q Right.

A And that's why | researched that judge so
ext ensively.

Q Can you explain to nme, | guess, why did you not want
to do an affidavit but you felt confortable doing extensive
research on a Federal judge and putting a letter on --
witing a letter to, | guess, M. Leach on your |etterhead
about that judge?

A | -- well, that's a good question. But the thing is
this, is here's where I'mat. | tell Joe Espy ny story.

Basically Joe Espy tells me | have an ethical duty, he

thinks. | call the board to check out if | have an ethical
duty. | talk to Art Leach, who basically wants ne to do an
affidavit. | knew the Bar had told nme | had an et hical
duty. | knew | knew those things on Judge Fuller. So |

decided to tell Art Leach that. And ny thinking at the tine
was that if | gave themall the facts, maybe they woul dn't
include ne. And when | net with themthe first tinme --
because | net two tinmes with Scrushy's bunch -- | said,
Y all go after the judge. Y all don't have to have an
affidavit fromne. And that's what | did. And here's the
stuff.

Q So your thinking at the tine was that -- | don't

want to m sspeak for you, so please correct ne if |I'mwong.
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But you didn't want to have your nane associated with the --

you know, the tel ephone call and what was |ater put in your

affidavit. |Is that what you were reluctant to do?
A | didn't want to get involved in this, but | had
gotten involved. | had, unfortunately, stepped into it in

the fall when |I told Joe Espy about those pictures, and then
when he asked ne about those pictures further, and I
didn't --

Q If you didn't want to be involved, why did you
do rat her extensive research on Judge Fuller?

A | realized after | talked to the Bar that if they
were going to subpoena ne one way or the other, and | knew
t hat about the judge, and | thought that if they would take
the information that | had about the judge-- let nme answer
-- | thought if they would take the information that | had
on the judge and file sonmething, I mght not ever have to do
an affidavit. So | gave themeverything | knew on the
j udge.

Q So your thinking was that -- you were going to be
subpoenaed by whom and for what case?

A In M. Scrushy's case, probably.

Q Because of the infornmation that --

A On the tel ephone. But when | gave themthe judge,
they went after that full speed and left ne alone '"til the

judge didn't rule on their behalf. And then |I realized |
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was going to be back involved in it.

M. Bollinger went ahead and gave an affidavit, because
| had told him2-1/2 years ago. Mark had been the executive
assistant to the Attorney Ceneral.

Q Okay, let's stop right there. 1'll cone back to
M. Bollinger.

A  Ckay.

Q Sol'malittle confused. | just want to clear this

up. That you did the research on Judge Fuller and wote a

letter to Art Leach, who was M. -- one of M. Scrushy's
attorneys, because you've -- | guess |I'm confused on what --
for what reason you thought that M. -- or, excuse ne, on

what reason you thought you were going to be subpoenaed.
You presuned you were going to be subpoenaed about the
t el ephone call ?

A Yes. Fromjust things that had been said. And |
wote this -- if you read this letter, | wote it as
though -- | didn't tell them | had personal know edge on it.
| wote it as though | didn't, because | didn't want themto
say, Well, how do you know this? And | was real careful not
to indicate any personal know edge. And | thought if they
got sidetracked on that, they' d | eave ne al one.

[ Di scussion off the record.]

BY MS. LYNCH

Q Sol guess I'mstill -- I'"mhaving a hard tine
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under st andi ng - -

A 1've answered this half a dozen tines. | can't make
you understand. | don't nean to be ugly, but | can't.

Q Wth all due respect, let ne just try one nore tine
and then we'll nove on. kay. You have expressed an
ongoi ng reluctance to put into an affidavit the tel ephone --
t he tel ephone call of Novenber 18, 2002. And you have said
it's because you did not -- you just didn't want to be
i nvol ved, and you didn't want your nane associated with it.
You didn't want to be involved in this at all, which | can
appreciate. But | have to say |I'mhaving a hard tine
correlating that to the fact that you then took it upon
yourself to do research on a Federal judge and then, you
know - -

A | wanted themoff me and I wanted themon him |
just wanted themoff nme. And it's like ne telling you your

dress is ugly, you know what |'m sayi ng, when you're asking

me a question | wouldn't necessarily want to answer. | just
t hought | would distract -- | would just give themthe
j udge.

Q You were giving them sonething in exchange for maybe
not doing the affidavit or to avoid having --

A No, ma'am They did not ask ne to do that.
just -- | mean, out of the blue, it's just like you

saying -- you asking ne a question | don't want to answer;
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oh, by the way, your dress is ugly. | just distracted them
fromme when | sent that was ny thinking at the tine.

Q Ckay.

A And | knew about those facts, | nean, but | was just
trying to throw themoff onto sonething el se and get themto
| eave e al one.

Q Were you concerned at the tinme that drafting that
letter mght involve you in how they would use the letter?
And just for the record, I'mreferring to the letter --

A Wen | wote the letter, | wote it as general as
possi bl e wi thout saying, This is what | know. You know -- |
just wote them You need to -- you need to know the
follow ng facts.

Q That's fine. So | guess what |'m asking, you
weren't concerned that you m ght sonmehow becone involved in
what they would do with this information?

A | was already concerned that | was involved and they
weren't going to let go of nme, you know what |'m sayi ng?
Because they -- the Bar had told ne | had to report this.

Q Inregards to this letter, which is Exhibit 7, dated
February 15, 2007, to Art Leach, | believe you nentioned
earlier that you asked M. Bollinger -- is it Mark, is that
his first nanme?

A Yes.

Q You asked M. Bollinger to run sonme sort of
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A An AutoTrack?
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Q An AutoTrack. M. Bollinger is a client of yours?

A Uh-huh.

Q And you asked himto run a financial track on a
Federal judge; is that correct?

A  Yeah.

Q GCkay. And --

A After --

M. Sandler. There's no question. Don't answer.

BY MS. LYNCH

Q And you also said that M. Bollinger said to you
that he was the person who, | guess, nmade the initial
contact with M. Siegelman. D d you have a conversation
with M. Bollinger -- he says, |I'mgoing to cal
M. Siegel man?

A No. | told M. Bollinger about -- | wanted an
AutoTrack. Mark Bollinger, after he ran the AutoTrack,
talked -- | told him-- he asked nme why | was running it.
And he call ed Don Siegel man on his own accord, not at ny

r ecomrendati on.

Q | think you said earlier he told you he was going to

call M. Siegelman. So were you aware that he was going to

call hinf

A No. Mark Bollinger called Don Siegel man and then
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called nme at ny hone, just like I told this gentleman down
here. And the thing is that is when he called ne at ny
home, he told ne that Don Siegel man was going to be calling
me, and I'mlike, Wiy, you know, is he calling nme?

Q Gkay. So how well do you know M. Bollinger?
Qoviously he's a client of yours. But how | ong have you
known hi nf

A Approximately 3, 3 1/2 years.

Q Andis that the -- a length of time that you have
represented hinf

A Yes. |'ve known of himprobably 15 years, because
his uncle is an investigator, but knowmn him3, 3-1/2 years.
You know what |I'msaying. So of himis a different story.

[ Di scussion off the record.]

BY MS. LYNCH:

Q So you just stated that you' ve known M. Bollinger
for about 3-1/2 years?

A Really known him yes.

Q Really knowmn him Okay. And he is, | guess, the
CEO of --

A G obal D saster Services.

Q Thank you. d obal D saster Services.

Have you ever been enployed by d obal D saster
Servi ces?

A | do work for them
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M. Sandler. You said "enployed" as opposed to being
retai ned?
BY MS. LYNCH
Q In sonething other than -- you said you have your
own | aw practice and one of your clients is G obal D saster
Services. But have you ever been on -- aside from being
paid | egal fees, have you ever been on the payroll of d obal

Di saster Services?

A | have never received a check from d obal Di saster
Ser vi ces.

Q Ckay.

A  Wiit. | take that back. He m ght have witten one
$1, 000 check one tine to nmy secretary. So -- but it wasn't

to me. And he may have paid a copy cost. But to ne as a
fee, | have never received a fee check from d obal D saster
Servi ces.

Q And so you've known himfor 3-1/2 years, and is that

how | ong you' ve represented the conpany?

A No. | forned the conpany for him | did the
conpany for himon -- in August, | think, of 2005. [|I'm not
certain the date. But | did -- | did a corporation for him

but I --
Q OCkay. So you've known hima little bit |onger than
the corporation has been in existence.

A | do want to say on the record, in case anybody
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reads this, Mark Bollinger has said | can talk about what
we're here on. He gave ne the right to send the paperwork
that | sent y'all. So that anybody who reads that
understands |'"mnot -- I'"'mnot telling anything Mark didn't
tell nme woul d be okay.

Q So you nentioned that -- so M. Bollinger contacted
former Governor Siegelman after having a conversation with
you and running this financial track?

A Yes.

Q And then also later --

A And | was not happy that he did that.

Q And subsequent to that, you had a conversation again
with M. Siegelman while he was at M. Bollinger's house?

A That is correct.

Q That's correct? GCkay. So if you know, how woul d

you characterize M. Bollinger's relationship with

M. Siegelman? | nean, are they friends? Are they --
A | think they knew each other when Mark was in
Mont gonmery. | never heard of Don Siegelman coming to Mark's

house. But he showed up at sonme point in April or May or
March wanting me to go to the Artur Davis deal.

Q That was of this year?

A That was of this year, and they called ne.

Q \What was -- you said the Artur Davis deal. Was that

a neeting or a fundraiser or --
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A | think it was sonme kind of -- | think that they
wer e having sone kind of fundraiser. But | don't know. |
don't even know that Artur Davis was there. | just know
t hat sonebody was having a political thing and Artur Davis
was nentioned of having been involved in whatever kind of
deal, because they told nme they were going to that

fundraiser or event. And | don't know, | don't think Mrk

went. | think Siegelman did. But you' d have to ask him |
just -- Siegelman just showed up at his house or his office,
and | think he showed up at his office. | think I told him
that earlier. It was either his house or his office.

Q Ckay. Let's see. Just a few nore questions
about -- on the affidavit and when you actually conpleted it
on May 21, 2007.

You stated earlier that you ultimately did swear out
the affidavit because you thought it was the right thing to
do. Can you expand upon that? Wy then, why suddenly May
21, 2007, did you think it was the right thing to do?

A | will tell you, | researched Fuller, you know, when
Art Leach asked ne, 'til the point of really |ooking up what
Rob said about Fuller. | didn't knowif that was true or
not. Once | did the research on it, just as far as pulling
those particular facts up, | realized we had a problemw th
a Federal judge, because | don't think our Federal judge

shoul d be --
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M. Sandler. Wait a mnute. Wit a mnute. She asked

about the affidavit.

BY MS. LYNCH
Q I'masking about the affidavit.
A | know. But this is part of it. | did not think

t hat what he was doing was right, being a Federal judge and
being in a closely held corporation for a Federal judge in
government contracting was right. Additionally, | watched
hi m when they sealed -- they filed -- M. Scrushy's team
when they filed the paperwork.

M. Sandler. Wen you say "paperwork," are you talking
about the notion to recuse?

The Wtness. The notion to recuse. He sealed the
evidence, and | read the papers where he got out and spoke,
but had them seal ed where they couldn't speak, and the
prosecutor spoke. And | just thought that this is not
right, and I went ahead and | did the affidavit on the phone
call. But | still would not do it on the judge because |
was -- | knew that you're not really supposed to say
di sparagi ng remarks about judges. And | told themat the
time, | wll do this affidavit and if y'all subpoena ne, |
w Il answer the questions on the judge. And that's what |
told them

Q So you were pronpted to swear out an affidavit about

t he phone call based upon --



A | wasn't pronpted by anybody.

Q You were self-pronpted. You yourself felt conpel
to swear out the affidavit, finally --

A | felt that it was the right thing to do.

Q Can | please finish ny question? Thank you very
much.

You felt it was tine to swear out the affidavit about
t he tel ephone call on May 21, 2007, because of the
increasing -- it sounds |ike you were having increasing
concerns about Judge Fuller on -- and |'mcurious to know,
at what point does this ethical rule that Al abama has about
not speaki ng di sparagi ngly about a judge becone superseded
by concerns you have about a judge? | nean, you've
descri bed several different conversations, or |earned of

several different things involving Judge Fuller --
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ed

A | don't understand your question because you've said

so nmuch. Gve ne a question, and I'l|l answer it.

Q Al right. The first questionis, | don't
under st and how concerns about Judge Fuller pronpted an
affidavit about the phone call. Can you explain that
connection to ne?

A Say that one nore tinme?

Q That concerns about Judge Fuller and his role in
this case, as | believe you said a few m nutes ago, was

what - -
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A  Wll, that --

Q That pronpted you to ultimately do the affidavit?

A That is one part of it. Mark Bollinger also swore
out an affidavit in addition, and he did it before |I did it
and telling what | had told himabout this. And |I knew that
| was going to be in court anyway, and |'d rather get ny
whol e story out as to exactly what had occurred, because |
never have seen his affidavit. | don't know what he said at
this point, still.

Q Ckay.

A So --

M. Sandler. Hold on a second.

The Wtness. It was the judge and Mark Bol |l inger doing
the affidavit. It was both things.

BY MS. LYNCH

Q That's fine. W'Il just clarify that it was a
conmbi nation of --

A It was a conbination of things.

Q Mark Bollinger swearing out his own affidavit, okay,
that ultimtely pronpted you to --

A |I've never seen his affidavit. They say he's done
one, but | don't even know if he has because | haven't seen
it. But he told nme he had done one for Don Siegel man, and |
think that's why Don visited him

Q That's fine. That's fine. And I'msorry if |I'm
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repeating nyself. | just want to clarify one last tine, and
then we'll nove on, that you did not include any information
about Judge Fuller in your affidavit because you felt that
it would have been in conflict wth ethical rules about how
to deal with a judge. 1Is that a fair characterization?

A | did not want to put a judge -- if anybody was
going to question ne about a judge, they were going to have
to subpoena nme. That's how --

Q So you didn't want to put anything about Judge
Fuller in witing?

A That's exactly right.

Q And you stated earlier that after the affidavit was
conpleted, that Mark Bollinger met you at the attorney's
office in Georgia?

A No, he did not neet ne at the attorney's office.

Q \Were did he neet you?

A | was in Trenton, which is where | did the
affidavit. But | got done 30 m nutes before -- 15 to 30
m nutes before he did. And there's a town called Rising
Fawmn. He net nme at Rising Fawn, Georgia. He cane a

different way than |'d cone.

Q That's fine. That's fine. So did you -- | guess --
strike that.
Wiy was Mark Bol linger, | guess, the first person that

you gave the affidavit to?
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A Mark had told ne he had done an affidavit for Don.
Q For Don --
A  Siegel man.
Q Siegelman. Just wanted to nake sure.
And he said that -- and he had told ne that. And so
anyway, | called himup and just said, |'m going ahead and

doing an affidavit if you' ve already done one. And | went
ahead and did ny affidavit. And anyway, | told himthat --
| said, Since |'"'mdoing ny affidavit, I want y'all to pick
it upin Georgia. And | nean -- and that's the case.

Q D d you have an -- did you have an idea of what
woul d happen to it after Mark Bollinger picked it up? D d
you know who he was going to give it to or where he was
going to take it?

A | called Richard Scrushy because Mark told nme on --
when | called Mark, Mark told nme that he would conme pick it
up, but he wasn't taking it down to Birm ngham And |
called Richard Scrushy's office, because | had left a
message that | was goi ng ahead and doing the affidavit that
day before | left, and -- or had done it for John Aaron,
think, but I'mnot sure. And anyway, the thing is this, is
| talked -- ended up Richard answered, and | don't know, I
think I called the cell phone that they pass around in that
bunch -- but | ended up with R chard Scrushy and he said

that he had -- he would get ahold of John Aaron, and John
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Aaron woul d get it from Mark.

Q So your understanding is that Mark would give it to

John?

A Aaron?

Q Aaron.

A | was trying to call John Aaron but sonmehow got
Ri chard --

Q So your understanding is that you gave the affidavit
to Mark Bollinger, who in turn would give it to John Aaron,
who would then in turn give it to Ri chard Scrushy?

A And also to Don Siegel man.

Q And also to Don Siegelman. So is it your
understandi ng that M. Aaron would deliver it both to

M. Scrushy and M. Siegel man?

A Yes.

Q Ckay.

A In fact, | -- sorry. It's tenpting. But | nean, |
know. Strike that "in fact," | guess.

M. Broderick-Sokol. W'Il do the open m ke session at
t he end.

M. Sandler. Exactly.
[ Di scussion off the record.]
BY MS. LYNCH:
Q D d you give a copy of your affidavit to nenbers of

the press?
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A No.

Q Do you know how your affidavit ended up with nmenbers
of the press?

A | have absolutely no idea. | think -- | know who |
gave it to, but I nean as far as know ng how t he press got
it, I have no idea how they delivered it to them

Q | know there have been sone press reports that are
focusing a lot of attention on the portion of your affidavit
that refers to Karl. And | apologize, | don't have the news
article in front of me. But | guess one -- strike that.

Let me ask it this way: Wiy did you ultimately swear

out the affidavit? It's ny understanding that there was

concern -- your initial or your primary concern --

A 1've already stated that and answered that |ike 10
tinmes. | don't nmean to be ugly but --

Q I'mgoing a different -- it may sound like I'm

starting the sanme, but I'mgoing on a different track.

It's nmy understanding that you initially swore out the
affidavit out of concerns about a possible conflict of
interest on the part of Terry Butts?

A | did state that, but it disturbs ne al so about
Terry Butts.

Q Ckay. But so wuld it be -- is that the primry
reason why you swore out that affidavit or is it just --

A That wasn't the sol e reason.
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Q Okay. So the information in the affidavit about a
conversation with Karl and the Justice Departnent was al so a
reason for swearing out the affidavit?

A They asked ne to do an affidavit on a particul ar
date on a particular set of events that had happened.

That's why | did -- | nean, |'ve told you the reasons
already. But the thing is this, is that is the reason for
the specifics of that affidavit is | detail ed out what
occurred in that phone call.

Q Okay. And just to clarify again, that they woul d
be --

A M. Scrushy's legal team and then Don Si egel man
asked nme, you know, on that first phone call.

Q Okay, let's see. | guess just a couple nore
gquesti ons.

Aside fromthe tel ephone conversation that you outline
in your affidavit on Novenber 18, 2002, do you have any
per sonal know edge of communi cations between the Wite House
or the Departnent of Justice and -- well, I'Il start first
with acting U S. Attorney Louis Franklin.

A Do | have know edge about Louis Franklin talking to
t he Wiite House?

Q Uh- huh.

A No.

Q Gkay, that's fine. [I'mnot |ooking for anything
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nore than that.

Do you have personal know edge of any comruni cati ons
bet ween the White House or Departnent of Justice and
Assistant U S. Attorney Steven Feaga. Let ne spell that
| ast nane. F-E-A-GA

A No.

Q And do you have any personal know edge of
communi cati ons between the Wite House or Departnent of
Justice, again specifically regarding the Siegel man-Scrushy
prosecution with U S. Attorney Leura Canary?

A Ask that question one nore tinme so that | can hear
t hat questi on.

Q Personal know edge of comruni cati ons between the
Wi te House or the Departnment of Justice regarding the
Si egel man- Scrushy prosecution with U S. Attorney Leura
Canary?

A | know that Rob told ne in that conversation --

Ms. Duncan. Personal know edge.

M. Sandler. Personal know edge.

The Wtness. No.

BY MS. LYNCH:

Q And | would ask the sanme question, too, of personal
know edge of conversations between the White House or the
Justice Department and Governor Riley.

A Al |I knowis what Rob told ne. So, no.
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M . Broderick-Sokol . Limted to the

Si egel man- Scrushy - -
BY MS. LYNCH:
Q For the Siegel man- Scrushy prosecution.
A | just know Rob told ne. But as far as if that
counts as personal know edge -- but | did not hear a
conversation of Bob Riley talking, Bob R ley tal king. Bob

Riley did not tell me that.

Q Wwell, | think that's it for ne.
M. Broderick-Sokol. | have no redress. Do you have
anyt hi ng?

M. Sandler. You said Ms. Sinpson, as the Chairman
said, will have an opportunity to review the transcript
before it's released to the nenbers of the commttee,
guess, for purposes of the investigation?

M . Broderick-Sokol . | think that would be rel eased

outside the commttee,
M. Sandler. Ckay.

M. Broderick-Sokol. | don't think we can agree to

keep it from nenbers of the commttee.
Ms. Lynch. W can't keep it fromnenbers while you
edit it.

M. Broderick-Sokol. And we can -- and really that

will depend -- getting the corrected version, that wll

depend on how qui ckly you guys get it back with those
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corrections.
The Wtness. Like | said, |I flip-flopped. And it
m ght not be bad to go ahead and state for the record |

flip-flopped at Perry Hooper fromwhat ny |awer tells ne

was a Denpbcrat. | was nervous at the start. He's not a
Denocr at .

M. Broderick-Sokol. It's down now. You can send that
page.

[ Wher eupon, at 4:30 p.m, the conmttee was

adj our ned. ]
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September 6, 2007

By Facsimile

Priscilla Duncan, Esq.
472 South Lawrence, Suite 204
Montgemery, AL 36104

Dear Ms. Duncan:

This letter follows up on discussions you have had with my staff regarding Ms. Jill
Simpson’s agreement to be interviewed on topics related to the criminal prosecution of former
Alabama Governor Don Siegelman.

As you have discussed with my staff, the interview will take place at 12:30 pm on Friday,
September 14, 2007, and will be conducted in the Judiciary Committee office at 2138 Raybumn
House Office Building. It will be transcribed, and will be taken under oath. Questions will be
asked of Ms. Simpson by only two people — a member of the Committee majority staff and a
member of the Committee minority staff — although additional members of the Committee staff
will likely be present. :

Ms. Simpson will have an opportunity to review and correct her interview transcript
before it is released, and will receive a copy of the transcript when it is final. In addition, the
transcript will be kept confidential and will not be disclosed except pursuant to the Chairman’s
decision after consultation with Ranking Member Smith and with you. My staff has discussed
these terms and conditions with Ranking Member Smith’s staff, and we understand that
Mr. Smith will write you agreeing to these terms as well.

I hope this desctiption is useful to you and Ms. Simpson in advance of next week’s
interview. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office or Sam Sokol
(202-225-2129) of the Committee staff. And thank you once again for your and Ms. Simpson’s
cooperation in this matter. '

Sincerely,

-John Conyers;
Chairman
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Sokol, Sam

From: Jezierski, Crystal

Sent: Wednesday, September 12, 2007 2:26 PM

To: ‘helzphar@mindspring.com’

Cc: Sokol, Sam

Subject: Re: September 14, 2007, Interview of Jill Simpson

It was not communicated to us by you or the majority that Ms. Simpson had already agreed
to a total of 3 individuals each that would be present for the majority and the minority.

We will participate then with a total of three persons being present at any one time.
Crystal Roberts Jezierski

202 226 8684 direct

703 899 0355 cell

Crystal .Jezierski@mail.house.gov

————— Original Message-----

From: Priscilla Duncan <helzpharemindspring.com>

To: Jezierski, Crystal

Sent: Wed Sep 12 13:17:11 2007

Subject: RE: September 14, 2007, Interview of Jill Simpson

The majority already has agreed, and these were the terms under which Miss Simpson agreed
to do the interxrview.

————— Original Message -----

From: Jezierski, Crystal <mailto:Crystal.Jezierski@mail.house.gov>
To: helzphar@mindspring.com

Cc: Sokol, Sam <mailto:sam.sokol@mail.house.govs

Sent: 9/12/2007 8:30:36 AM

Subject: RE: September 14, 2007, Interview of Jill Simpson

Ms. Duncan — I can understand her concerns. As a practical matter, the interview
process really is quite controlled among staff. All those who are in the room are the
staff that are assigned to work on these issues for the Committee and for the Committee’s
members. We, the minority on the Committee, would have some concerns about not allowing
appropriate staff for our subcommittee ranking members to be able to participate as
observers because they must be in a position to be able to consult with the member they
work for on the matters we are investigating. I am not suggesting that there not be a
limit, but perhaps a higher number of 4 or 5 individuals.

From: Priscilla Duncan [mailto:helzphar@mindspring.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2007 6:12 PM
To: Jezierski, Crystal
Cc: Sokol, Sam
Subject: Re: September 14, 2007, Interview of Jill Simpson

Miss Simpson objects to any more than three persons from either staff being present,
as she agreed initially. She is concerned that the place will be flooded with people
passing notes to the questioner and it becoming a distraction. I am sending this
objection to the majority as well. Priscilla Duncan.

EXHIBIT




————— Original Message ----- From: Jezierski, Crystal
<mailto:Crystal.Jezierskiemail.house.gov>

To: helzphar@emindspring.com
Sent: 9/11/2007 3:52:05 PM

Subject: Re: September 14, 2007, Interview of Jill Simpson

Ms. Duncan,

Per our telephone conversation of 2:30 this afternoon, the purpose of this
email is to confirm for you that staff for the Minority Members of the Committee on the
Judiciary of the U.S. House of Representatives will participate in an interview of your
client, Ms. Jill Simpson, on Friday, September 14, 2007, at 12:30 p.m. in Washington, D.C.
at the Committee’s offices, 2138 Rayburn House Office Building. This email is also to
confirm that all staff agree to the terms stated in correspondence from Chairman Conyers
to you, transmitted to you on September 6, 2007. (A copy of that letter is attached.)

As stated in the September 6, 2007, letter Ms. Simpson will be interviewed by
Committee staff and the interview will be transcribed and under oath. We agree that
questions will be asked by two persons, one on behalf of the Majority Members and one on
behalf of the Minority Members. However, as Chairman Conyers’ letter states additional
members of the Committee’s staff will likely be present. As I informed you on the
telephone we anticipate that Caroline Lynch, Counsel for the Minority Staff of the Crime
Subcommittee, will question Ms. Simpson on behalf of our members. We also anticipate that
Daniel Flores, Chief Counsel for the Minority Staff of the Subcommittee on Commercial and
Administrative Law, and I will be present for the interview. It is possible that
additional staff representing the Committee Members, other than the above named, will also

be present.

We also understand that Ms. Simpson will have an opportunity to review and
correct her interview transcript before it is released, that she will receive a copy of
the transcript when it is final, and that the transcript will be kept confidential and
will not be disclosed except pursuant to the Chairman’s decision after consultation with
Ranking Member Smith and you.

Please do not hesitate to call me if you have any questions.

<<090607 to p duncan re jill simpson.pdf>>

Sincerely,

Crystal Jezierski

Crystal Roberts Jezierski

Chief Counsel for Oversight and Investigations

Committee on the Judiciary

Minority Staff

Representative Lamar Smith, Ranking Member

U.S. House of Representatives

B-351 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, D.C.

(202) 226-8684 direct



(703) 899-0355 cell

Crystal.Jezierski@mail.house.gov



STATE OF GEORGIA )
)
COUNTY OF DADE )

AFFIDAVIT

Jill Simpson, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am over the age of eighteen and of sound mind;

2. 1 have personal knowledge of the facts herein;

3. During the 2002 Alabama’s Gubernatorial campaign I assisted;thde Bob Riley
Campaign when they requested help on matters in Northeast Alabama;

4. On November 5, 2002, the election for Alabama’s Governor was held and Bob Riley
was declared the winner;

5. Bob Riley won by approximately 3,120 votes;

6. Don Siegelman contested the results of the election and refused to concede;

7. On or about the week after the election, I was asked to find out why Bob Riley’s
campaign signs were disappearing in Northeast Alabama;

8. Ifound out a Jackson County attorney was puiting the Bob Riley signs up in an area
where a Ku Klux Klan rally was to take place in Jackson County, Alabama on November 16,
2002;

9. As proof that this was a trick by this attorney, who I believed to be a Democrat, I took

pictures on a disposal camera of this attorney putting up the signs;
EXHIBIT
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10. On Monday after taking the pictures I had a case in Jackson County and had a chance
to encounter the attorney that I had seen putting up the signs. At this encounter he was showing
pictures that he had taken of the signs to other attorneys there in the court house and I asked to
see them. He allowed me to see the pictures and when I asked he gave me a couple of the photos
and told me that these pictures were on a web site. The attorney was trying to suggest the Klan
had a rally and the Klan was supporting Bob Riley, and after getting the pictures I left the
courthouse and I placed a call to Rob Riley, Bob Riley’s son, on my cell phone and informed
him of the pictures and the information regarding the missing campaign signs and the web site.b
After I spoke with Rob he told me they had been getting calls about the internet site and were

trying to determine where the pictures had come from;

11. Throughout the day of Monday, November 18 there were multiple calls to me from
Rob Riley and other people about the pictures I had taken and the trick this attorney who I
believe to be a Democrat was trying to pull;

12. I, Rob Riley, William “Bill” Canary and Terry Butts were participants in one of the

calls;

13. During the call Rob Riley was upset about the pictures and internet trick and wanted
to go to the press but was told by Terry Butts that he would confront Siegelman regarding the
signs and get him to withdraw his contest of the election and he believed that Don Siegelman
would concede by the ten o’clock news when confronted with these pictures and the internet so
as to avoid any embarrassment to Don Siegelman. Terry claimed that he would be able to assure

Don that this would all be over if he would concede;

SIMPSON_2



14. Rob Riley asked about Siegelman being a problem in the future if they did not go to
the press, but he was told by William “Bill” Canary not to worry about Don Siegelman that “his
girls would take care of him” and at this time the election contest needed to be put behind them
to let Terry talk to Don and get him to concede;

15. William “Bill” Canary identified “his girls” as Leura Canary, his wife, and Alice
Martin, the U.S. Attorney for the Middle and Northern District’s of Alabama;

16. Rob Riley then asked if he was sure these “girls” could take care of Don Siegelman
and William “Bill” Canary told hun not to worry that he had already gotten it worked out with
Karl and Karl had spoken with the Department of Justice and the Department of Justice was

already pursuing Don Siegelman;

17. Arrangements were made with me for me to meet a campaign worker of Bob Riley’s
to give the photos that I had received from the attomey in Jackson County and to give the
disposal camera since I had not developed the pictures I had taken. I gave the photos and the

disposal camera to the campaign worker.

18. Late that afternoon of November 18, 2002, I was called by Rob Riley and told Terry
Butts had talked with Don Siegelman and that Don Siegelman would be resigning before the ten

o’clock news;

19. Don Siegelman gave up his contest of the Alabama Governor’s Election the night of

November 18, 2002.
20. I did not realize until this past fall when I was having a conversation with Joe Espy

that Don had never told his attorney why he conceded on November 18, 2002.

SIMPSON<3 ~»~



21. In February 2007, after I talked to the Alabama Bar, I called Richard Scrushy’s
attorney, Art Leach, and told him why I believed Don Siegelman had conceded and Mr. Butts’
role in getting Mr. Siegelman to concede.

22. The reason I did this is because I believe everyone has a sixth amendment right to
have an attorney who does not have a conflict and I believed that Mr. Butts did.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAITH NOT. T

:
£

~ o
et N

. ,flll éimpson

I

Sworn to and subscribed before me, this the L day of

Notary Public My Commission expires:..

SIMPSON 4
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FOR BILLING INQUIRIES CALL 1(256)899-9000

¢ YIRELESS
- DANA JILL SIMPSON
(256)899-3600 10007203 B 1
de 2 BILLING DATE 12/15/2002

FARMERS WIRELESS DETAIL OF TEMIZED CALLS

DATE  CONT TC TO PLACE AND NUMBER MIN AIR 1D HMOUNT
CROSS-~BILLED FROM 256-899-3601
11~16 1:08pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 717 9131 1.0 <00
11-19  8:30am WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 1.0 .00
11-19 12:33pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 3816 1.0 .00
11-21  8:41am WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 2.0 .00
11-21  1:09pm WL AT DIR ASST AL 256 411 0000 3.0 0.75 .75
11-21  1:12pm_ WL AT SCOTTSBORO AL 256 259 2262 1.0 .00
11-21  1:24pm WL AT DIR ASST AL 256 411 0000 1.0 0.175 .15
11-21  1:26pm WL AT DIR ASST AL 256 411 0000 2.0 0.75 .75
11-21  1:27pm WL AT SCOTTSBORO AL 256 259 5211 2.0 -00
11-21  6:31pm LW AT INCOMING CL 256 899 3601 5.0 .00
11-25 6:55pm WL AT FORT PAYNE AL 256 845 8841 1.0 .00
11-25 6:56pm WL AT FORT PAYNE AL 256 996 2540 1.0 .00
11-26  7:46am WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 5556 1.0 .00
~N 12-04 10:17am WL AT FORT PAYNE AL 256 996 5844 2.0 -00
T < R B B i T o e o 2 O o o b et L - A"
12-04 10:29am WL AT FORT PAYNE AL 256 596 5837 2.0 .00
12-05 9:54am WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 1.0 .00
12-05 1:27pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 1.0 .00
12-05 1:32pm WL AT ARAB AL 256 317 7902 1.0 .60
12-05 1:33pm LW AT INCOMING CL 256 899 3601 2.0 -00
12-05 1:36pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 1.0 .00
12-05 5:27pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 €38 4894 1.0 .00
12-05 5:28pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 2908 1.0 .00
12-05 6:51lpm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 2908 1.0 .00
12-07 1:00pm WL AT ARAB AL 256 317 7902 3.0 -00
12-10  8:4lam WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 5.0 .00
12-11  2:11pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 1.0 .00
12-11  2:34pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 717 9131 6.0 .00
12-12 12:37pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 2.0 .00
12-12  7:31pm WL AT BIRMINGHAM AL 205 254 6956 7.0 .00
12-13  7:5S2am WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 4894 1.0 .00
256-899-3601 31 CALLS FOR 69.0 MINUTES = 2,25
CALLING AREA BIRMINGHAM FOR 256-899-3601
11-17 1:91pm WL AT BIRMINGEAM AL 205 836 5424 1.0 .00
12-06 6:34pm WL AT ARAB AL 256 317 7902 4.0 -00
12-06  6:51pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 638 2908 8.0 .00
3 = .00
CALLING RREA HUNTSVILLE FOR:'256-899-3601
11-1% 1:07pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256 .00
11-19  2:02pm WL .AT ., FORT .00
nt = .00
CATLING BREA GUNTEF
11-1% 1:56pm WL AT RAINSVILLE AL 256+5638 4131, .00
MESSAGE' FER .00
i
CALLING AREA 9COTTSBORO FOR 256-899.3601
11-18 10:52am WL AT BIRMINGHAM AL™205 .00
.00
SUBTOTAL FOR 8399-3601 2.25

EXHIBIT
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Farmers Telephone

Cooperative, Inc.

BILLING INQUIRIES CALL (256)638-2144

SIMPSON JILL ATTORNEY
(256)638-4894

32990 D 26 NP

BILLING DATE 12/01/2002
INDICATOR LEGEND
TC _ TYPE OF CALL TC____TYPE OF CALL
DD DIRECT DIAL - DAY RAIE
FT FLD Enhanced Plan
FARMERS LD, INC. CHARGES AND CREDITS
12-01 FLD ENHANCED PLAN 4.95
TAX- FEDERAL EXCISE TAX .15
ALABAMA STATE TAX .30 .45
FARMERS LD, INC. CHARGES & CREDITS 5.40
FARMERS LD, INC. DETAIL OF ITEMIZED CALLS
DATE CONT TC TO PLACE AND NUMBER MIN AMOUNT
10~24— --410:48am- -BD FT- -ARAB -- - —- AL - 256 317 7202 1.0 — e -
10-21 1:58pm DD FT  HUNTSVILLE AL 256 512 9924 1.0 .09
10-21 2:06pm DD FT  SCOTTSBORO AL 256 259 3663 3.0 27
10-21 3:39pm DD FT  BRIDGEPORT AL 256 495 9105 2.0 .18
10-21 3:48pm DD FT  SCOTTSBORO AL 256 259 6899 3.0 27
10-21 5:28pm DD FT  HUNTSVILLE AL 256 533 7711 1.0 .09
10~22 12:00pm DD FT  TUSCALOOSA AL 205 345 6789 2.0 .18
10-22 1:35pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 870 9866 1.0 .09
10-22 4:46pm DD FT  ARAB AL 256 317 7902 1.0 .09
10-23 2:40pm DD FT  ARAB AL 256 317 7902 1.0 .09
10-24 10:47am DD FT ARAB AL 256 317 7902 1.0 .09
10-24 10:49am DD FT  HUNTSVILLE AL 256 512 9924 7.0 .63
10-24 11:09am DD FT  FOLEY AL 251 943 2645 2.0 .18
10-24 5:00pm DD FT  HUNTSVILLE AL 256 512 9924 3.0 .27
10-25 11:49am DD FT  GRANT AL 256 728 2336 1.0 .09
10-25 12:25pm DD FT  ARAB AL 256 317 7902 2.0 .18
10-25 4:13pm DD FT DECATUR AL 256 353 2817 1.0 .09
10-26 7:40pm DD FT  ARAB AL 256 317 7918 1.0 .09
10-28 8:52am DD FT  HUNTSVILLE AL 256 539 0623 1.0 .09
10-28 12:01pm DD FT  BRIDGEPORT AL 256 495 3507 1.0 .09
10-30 11:14am DD FT NASHVILLE TN 615 650 8621 5.0 45
10-30 3:02pm DD FT SCOTTSBORO AL 256 574 3017 1.0 .09
10-31 4:21pm DD FT  SCOTTSBORO AL 256 574 3017 3.0 .07
11-04 12:06pm DD FT  SCOTTSBORO AL 256 574 9240 1.0 .09
11-04 2:51pm DD FT BIRMINGHAM AL 205 254 6956 1.0 .09
11-04 4:12pm DD FT SCOTTSBORO AL 256 259 6851 1.0 .09
11-05 2:02pm DD FT  VISTA . CA. 760 639 3540 3.0 .27
11-06 2:19pm DD FT DECATUR = . AL~ 256 351 4642 6.0 .54
11~-08 2:00pm DD FT ARAB - ¢ AL i -256 317 7902 11.0 .99
11-08 2:19pm DD FT SECTION. .. AL .. 256 228 7280 2.0 .18
11-08 3:09pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL - "205 998 1800 2.0 .18
1~08 3:12pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 317 7902 1.0 .09
1-11 3:57pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL - 205 254 6956 1.0 .09
1-11 4:00pm DD FT ARAB AL . 256 317 7902 1.0 .09
1=-11 4:41pm DD FT SCOTTSBORO AL . 256 574 1428 2.0 .18
1-13 9:26am DD FT  SCOTTSBORO : AL 256 574 9345 1.0 .09
1-13 10:36am DD FT  BIRMINGHAM - AL 205870 9866 7.0 .63
1-13 2:51pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM: AL 205 836 5424 1.0 .09
1-13 2:54pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM:® AL ‘205 870 9866 4.0 .36
1-14 12:11pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 944 8316 1.0 .09
1-14 1:25pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 879 5000 6.0 .54
1-14 1:36pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 427 8434 2.0 .18
1-15 11:47am DD FT  BIRMINGHAM. AL 205 879 5000 5.0 .45
1-15 12:19pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 824 3117 7.0 .63
1=15 1:21pm DD FT  SCOTTSBORO AL 256 575 2825 2.0 .18
1-18 1:57pm DD FT  BRIDGEPORT AL 256 495 3585 17.0 1.53
1-18 2:17pm DD FT  HUNTSVILLE AL 256 517 8646 3.0 27
1-18 2:23pm DD FT BIRMINGHAM AL 205 944 8316 21.0 1.89
1-18 3:19pm DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 254 6956 40.0 3.60
1-19 10:14am DD FT  BIRMINGHAM AL 205 879 5000 3.0 .27

50 MESSAGE(S) FOR 197.0 MINUTE(S)
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LAW-OFFICES
OF

ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

1806 OXMOOR ROAD

ROBERT R, RILEY. R BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209 |
FOSTER F. MARSHALL

TELEPHONE (205) 870-9866
FAX (205) 877-9272

June 11, 1998

Ms. Jill Simpson, Esq.
Post Office Box 341 .
Rainsville, Alabama 35986

re:

Dear Jill:

I spoke with S ¥ cgarding a potential medical malpractice case. She explained to
me that her damages were that she lost eight weeks of sick leave and was in pain for eight weeks.
However, it appears that this would be the only damage she would have. As such, I told her that
I simply could not bring such a lawsuit for that type of damage. I assured her that I was not
stating whether it was malpractice or not, and [id not blame her for being upset, but I could not

Jjustify bringing that case.

VLery y yours,

Robert R. Riley, Jr.

RRRjr/ded

EXHIBIT
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LAW OFFICES
OF

ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

1806 OXMOOR ROAD
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209

ROBERT R, RILEY, JR.
KEI:I: J&Eﬁgxmacmemse o TELEPHONE: (205) 870-9866
s © FAX: (205) 877-9272

September 8, 1999
Jill Simpson, Esq.
Attn: Marie

Post Office Box 341
Rainsville, Alabama 35986

Re  WEENR

Dear Marie:

Please have (i NGG_
Sheet and return it to me.

i ign the enclosed Release and Distribution
ery truly yours,
obert R. Riley, Jr. .

RRRjr/trh

Enclosure
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LAW OFFICES

OF
ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

1806 OXMOOR ROAD
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209

ROBERT R. RILEY. JR.

KEITH JACKSON® TELEPHONE: (205) 870-9866
“also licensed to practice in Georgia FAX: (2 35) 877'9272
September 23, 1999
Jill Simpson, Esq.
Attn: Marie
-Post Office Box 341

Rainsville, Alabama 35986

Re

Dear Marie:

Please find enclosed a check in the gmount of Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Sixty
. Eight and 23/100 Dollars ($7,968.23) for the referral of_

Thank you for referring her to me.

RRRjr/ trh

Enclosure

SIMPSON 578
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LAVIV OFFICES
. OF
ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

1806 OXMOOR ROAD
BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209

ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

KEITH JACKSON® TELEPHONE: (205) 870-9866
*also licensed to practice in Georgla FAX: (205) 877-9272

April 6, 2000

ro, labama 35768

Dear—

Please call me when you have an opportunity. The Defendants have now offered
you $23,000.00 to settle your case. This is up from their last offer of $14,000.00. I believe
they will likely pay $25,000.00 but I do not believe they will pay anymore. Ilook forward

to hearing from you.

Very truly yours,

RRRjr/trh

cc:  Jill Simpson, Esq.

i
|
|
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FROM :RILEY & JACKSON, P.C. FAX NO. :205-877-9272, Sep. 14 2001 @4:44PM P1

RILEY & JACKSON, P.C. “ ROBERT R. RILEY, IR,

*KRITH JACKSON
A T T O R N I Y s AT L A W
*ALIO LICENREDR TQ FIACYGE N da

Septembedr 14, 2001

Via Facsimile No.: (256) 845-4696

Mr. Stephen Bussman

212 Alabama Avenue South
Post Office Box 6609235
Fort Paync, Alabama 35967

Dear Stephen: R - -

- and J agreed when Jill and I met witth him in Jil’s office that he would pay me $250/
per hour for my time negotiating with his creditors, reviewing his appeal, and any other work on this
matter. Pleasc list me as  creditor on his bankru&ilcy petition ifhic files for a bankruptcy and we do
not have a cohtingency agreement with him. I have 14.5 hours in this matter, or $3625.00 in fees.
1 am altaching along with this leiter a breakdownlof the work that has been performed from Angust
31,2001 through September 12, 2001. I hope to|see you soon,

Very truly yours,
RI}

&/
R}
RRRjr/th

cc: Jili Simpson, Bsq. (Via Facsimile)

: SIMPSON 536
1806 OXMOOR ROAD BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209 (205) 870-9866 FAX (205) 877-9272




RILEY {9’ JACKSON.,‘ P.C. 4 ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

A TTORTNETYS AT L AW KEITH JACKSON

*ALSO LICENSED TO PRAGTICE IN GA

OF COUNSEL:

~ > : MD, FCLM

Alabama 35771

Dear_

I'believe things are developing well injour attempts to help you recovery the amount you are
owed as a result of your work on the#proj ect. However, it is very inporant that
I receive the breakdown of your costs as sooh as possible. I am hoping to go to Washington, DC
soon to discuss this matter with several individuals. However, I must have this information before

I leave. .

Very truly yours,
SON, P.C.

Riobert R. Riley, Jr.

L

s

RRRjr/tb

cc: Jili Simpson, Esq.
Steve Buséman

7_89IM£°SO'N‘ 552
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RILEY & JACKS , P.C.
1744 Oxmoor Heuu
Birminghpm, AL 35209
Tel: 205-879-5000
Fax: 2?5~879~5901

| .

Date: May 2, 2002

To: Jil] Simpson, Esq.

Fax No.:  (256) 638-4895
rom: Robert K. Riley, Ir.

muhicet:

Namber of Pages Including Cover Page:

Cami. i

CGNFIDEN

This facsimile transmussion (and/or the documents acg
to ihe sender which is legally privileged. The informat
above. 1f vou are not the intended recipient, you are I
talsing of aryv actiom based on the contents of this faxs
transmissicn i eeror, pleaw: immediately notify us by

TIALITY NOTICE

ompanying it) may conlain confidential infonmation be..

an 15 intended only for the use of the individual or eoiity fiascu
ereby notified that any diselosurz, copying, distribution or (lic
d information s strictly prohibited. I you have received ths
telephons to arrange for the return of the documenis,

SIMPSON
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.cm Apm 2, 2001, A haw,
‘mtr.rcqted m usmg

“awarded the contract: (Page 6- ?-).

docs go'on to- say thizt-they-injtia ly recommended’
decided mstcad 10 use DMC

* Most ofthe other de spositions addréssithe isste/as 1o how thoy dscided 46 us ’ ,1"-".'-,» i
- butfionc of the depositions set forthout case aywell as what e Mayor saysm?ns Statemenito. thﬁ :
'y’ Council in my epition. ' ~‘?£"

: Also do we have any evidence of othér contrhcts that would B& similar t@'-
citfés wherc similat amounts have beerpaid. It'i= my/recollection that-hack 2
_onae before that other-compariies weré paid-sitriiler amounts. for similar work

T am also sending the
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Shigg i which Sl

want to highlight again the fict that

Attach a copy of the transcribeg conversation beiwcm_
) that ke is aware that ”do s nof have

tates 1n the conversation that he has “ran it by the
pecifically states in the

vldeompe 1o you yesterday

On the last paragreph under question #1, you may wantto add that the subcontractor
claims that have been filed cxceed two million dollars. Also, [ would delete the
reference to the recent depositions taken in Imgatlon since there -1 - that helpsus
and some of the testimony wolild hurt us. For mstance,‘ “tying in his
deposition that he did not beljeve should be paid any r—.;inait; HONeY.

I think it would also be good to highlight again Lhaz.-has been a respected
susiness for 25 years and it is|only because of this recent devial by FEMA that they
have had to enter into bankruptey.

cir s

Trn the last paragraph under question #4, you maywant to conmder adding the lactthat,-i

thcre werz estimates that there was as many as one million suunps.
E ES

Under question #5, you may

who was the |

substantial amount of work to minority contractors.

informed him that they would not pay the full ame  nt
t use the lowest bid. If this is the case, then FEMA

states that FE}
duc to the fact that he did

should elearly lose on this position since they agreed in a tape recorded conyersation ...
ﬁt ke the lowest bid, If, as I understand ‘1, t‘*eu’ primiary &
should not be paid because the burning and grinditig was -

that did not h
argumcnt now is tha
not done which would have [decreased the amount of material that would be hauled f

outside the city, then I thinK you should reference in your letter the =c»tlgrmp)§@{\| 534

vant to highlight that the City originally wanted to use -
vest bidder, but FEMA encouraged the City to not usg - /.
based on his iiexperiance in these types of disasters. Also, you may ~

hwas the only contractor willing (o give a
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npeal hat addresses this issue ofi page 21 that deals with this issue.

§)  Youmay also want to consider a4\ding the fact the City did pay an additionat 5.1 -
on approximately 26,000 cubic yabds further underlining that the City understood ths.
was the atnount they agreed to pay.

9) - ask me 1o remind you that getting ~0 agres to receive $2.00/cubic
vard was a great deal for FEMA since other landfills were charging $8.00 -

$10.00/cubic yard.
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. FREM TRICEY & JAGKSON, P.C. FAX NO. :2058795981 Me.«g 23 J@BE 1” 11FJM p1

© M. Joe Allbaugh ' ;

" Diar Mr. Allbaugh:

- belng made by the city. Ofﬂo.mls from the city as well as

L Buged on the facts that (a) the ‘ s bé ng sued for over $2 miilion by subcontraztors (who ate local  , -
residents) who have not been paid for work rendered, (b) FEMA was aware of the antount that was to be paid and the scope of _

“the work that was being done pursuant to the contract (it is now my understanding that FEMA {s stating that the scape of the

SIS g A A L

v.
I
(R

/s(\f/;” 2 E-‘Wwﬂ” %’”‘3 &a ciw
il St %“W) ?Ar —

. To! . dmemikamiteel@aot.com F

I'have been talking with Robbic from Hutchinson's office. He [aas offered to try to get the Senator to send this letter. Helow are IS
some changes that e has made fo a draft fetter I sent to him. He believes that the Senator will approve the letter and send itout * -
today or tomorrow. I asked him to copy it to Shelby, Sessions pnd Adetholt. Stewant, if the Alabama gang gots 4 copy of this

Jetter, do you think we can get another letter from them ta Alllt:.ugh responding to Hutchinson's letter? I sent Robbie copies of . i v
I
R.

thie documents referenced bolow so he foels comfurtable sending the letter. AN

May |23, 2002

-Director
Federal Emerpency Management Agency
500 C Street, Southwest

" Washington, D.C. 20472

submitted an appeal to have the contract they entered. inte with '
:' i it agreed to pay or work done in 2001, It s my hope tlut
ity ThiE appeal thhm the Federal Emergency Management Agercy (FEMA) (o grant the appeal .
ceently met with FEMA repredontatives here in Wa&hmgton. o
that were brought forth during this rmecting. -

As you areaware, the f§

_DC, I wanted to make you uexsona]]y aware of the some {ssue

D At this time, more than $2,000,000.00 in claims have been made against the y
subcontrictors who were not paid by id nol receive the armount that the
hadicontracted to pay this company. as cansequently been forced into bankruptey,

2) A FEMA documient exiats that shows that FEMA monitored the project, wits aware of the contract price at the -
beginning of the projett, and understood the jcope of work that was being performed. This is documented in a, -

FEMA Field Sununary Report,

[
R

/
3, After FEMA arbitrarily reduced the amonnt ¢ff the contract between the f . .
$19.18 per cubic. yard to $10.00 per cubic yand, R : spoke by tele hone
with Mr. Joe Bray, the FEMA representative who was largely responsibic tor reducmg the amount i
reccived from $19.18 to $10.00 per eubie yargl. In that conversation, which was tecorded, Mr, Bray admitted
that ould have been paid $19.18 per ¢ubic yard, which is the amount of the contract with the

: .- contract is in question, something I find difficult to belicve sinps FEMA monitored the work being dene), () a FEMA A
© .yépresentative stated after the amount was reduced from $19.18 to $10.00 tha hauld have actually beer: paid the full . ;7
- $19.18, Ido not understand why FEMA is continuing to deny|payment on thi The city was acting in good falth and wns .

“not acting malicionsly. It is for these reasons, 1 ask that FEMA look favorably on the-appml

With kind regards,

Sificerely,




i
K

ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

RILEY & JACKSON, P.C.
' *KEITH JACKSON

A T T O R N E Y § AT L A W
"ALSO LICENSED 10 PRACTICE IN GA

or COUNSEL:

FRANCOIS M. BLAUDEAU
MD, FCLM

o
iSeﬁ'temba 16, 2002
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VIA FACSIMILE - 256-638-4895

ol

Jill Simpson, Esq.
P. O. Box 341
Rainsville, Alabama 35986

e g

Dear Jill:

T have reconsidered the wrongful death case that- wants to bring on behalf of the estate
of his grandchild. We are not in a position to prosecute this case due to the fact that I do not believe

it would be a strong case since either%i wife would be the administrator, Iknow we have

discussed this in the past and that you an clieve that it is a case that could be won even with
him or his wife serving as administrator. Imay very well be wrong on this matter, but I do not want
to proceed under that arrangement. :

Since I do not have an open file in my office, I am uncertain as to when the statue of
limitation will run, but T know from our discussions that it is soon. Also, I know that you had
indicated that you had other attorneys that you felt would file the case and I am happy that there is
someone that will be pursuing this.case. Ido hopc that yOu are able to recover on the case.

Finally, please know how much we appreciate yqu sending us cases and I am sorry that we
are not going to be able to assist on this particular matter.

Very truly yours,
RILEY .T ACKSON

Robert Rlley, I

SIMPSON 526
1744 OXMOOR ROAD BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209 (205) 879-5000 FAX (205) 879-5901
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ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.
*KEITH JACKSON

TALSO LICENSED TO PRACTICE IN GA

RILEY & JACKSON, P.C.

AT T O R N E Y s AT L A W

OF CDUNSEL:

FRANCOIS M. BLAUDEAU
MD, FCLM

November 25, 2002

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL ¢
Certified Mail No. 7000-0520-0020-6721-0697

Sylvania, AL 35988

Dear Ann and Scott:

@

¢ }?

I hope this letter finds both of you erll. It was a pleasure meeting- at Jill
t

Simpson’s office recently. I also understand

hat Cat has spoken wit

egarding the injuries

he received that may have been caused by the collision.

We have undertaken extensive researg
counsel Dr. Blaudeau, regarding the medical

h and discussion with physicians, including our of

: possibility of the collision causinqulcer or
hiatal hemnia or diverticulitis. Unfom;xately, the information we have been able to gather

clearly indicates that we will never be able to
At trial, we would bear the burden of proof on

rove that these injuries are related to the collision.
his matter. It would not be sufficient to suggest that

it is just as likely that the injuries were caused by the collision as it is they were not. Rather, we

would have to prove by a preponderance of

the evidence that the injuries were caused by the

collision. We do not believe we will be able t¢ do so based upon the information we have leamned

during our investigation.

Without these injuries at issue, it does pot make sense for either of you to hire us to pursue
this claim for you because it will ultimately cosf more to have us involved than it would cost for you

to settle the claim without our involvement. I
claim by being involved, we would certainly
make economic decisions regarding which cl
however, and it does not appear that it makes
claim.

As aresult of the foregoing, we are clos
any contract with us. Please understand thal
different way. If you are still interested in havi
speak with Jill as soon as possible. You have 2

1744 OXMOOR ROAD BIRMINGHAM, ALAB,

Rob or I believed that we could add value to your
ursue this matter on your behalf. We also have to
1ims we can handle and the value of those claims,
oood economic sense for us to be involved in your

ng our file on this matter and are releasing you from
t different attorneys sometimes view matters in a
hg an attorney help you with this matter, you should
years from the date of the accident within which

r&MA 35209 (205) 879-5000 FAX (205) 879-5901
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Page Two

to bring a lawsuit. If you do not bring a lawsuit within that time, you will be barred from
doing so forever. Therefore, you should not |hesitate in speaking with Jill if that is your plan.

Thank you for giving us the oppormnﬂ:y to evaluate these claims for you. We wish you the

best of luck. With best regards,

Kl/cat

cc:  Jill Simpson, Esq.

Very truly yours,
RILEY & JACKSON, P.C.

& '.'; .
N Keith Jackson

G
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RILEY & JACKSON, P.C. _ ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.
*KEITH JACKSON

A T T O R N E Y § A T L A W
*ALSO LICENSED TO PRACTICE IN GA

OF COUNSEL:

FRANCOIS M. BLAUDEAU
MD, FCLM

July 18, 2003

Ms. Jill Simpson, Esq.
Post Office Box 341
Rainsville, Alabama 35986

RE:}

Dear Jill:

Tam enclosing your referral fee for the aim and a copy of the Distribution Sheet.
I felt I had no choice but to reduce the attorneys’ fees given the —condition and the
circumstances of this matter. Thank you for sending the - to us. With best regards,

Very truly yours,
RILEY & JACKSON, P.C.

Robert R. Rﬂey@&y % g

RRRjr/cat

Enclosures

1744 OXMOOR ROAD BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209 (205) 879-5000 FAX (205) 879SHWPSON 582



RILEY & JACKSON, P.C. _ ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

AT TOZRNETYS AT L AW *KEITH JACKSON

*ALSO LICENSED TO PRACTICE IN GA

OF COUNSEL:

FRANCOIS M. BLAUDEAU
) MD, FCLM

October 23, 2003
Jill Simpson, Esq.
P.O. Box 341
Rainsville, AL 35986 _
Re: —et al. v. City of Scoitsboro, et al.
Dear Jill:

g .
¢ Thope youare doing well. I am enclosipg a check in the amount of $1,250.00 for the referral
in the above-referenc ed matter. I am still waiting for the Releases from
ard your fee upon receipt. Steve Kennamer is in the

‘ e and once he receives his Letters of Administration,
we will be able to finalize her settlement as well.

fee for

Very truly yours,
" RILEY & JACKSON, P.C.

Wf/@ég/‘m‘

Robert R. Riley, Jr.

RRRjr/cat
Enclosure

1744 OXMOOR ROAD BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35209 (205) 879-5000 FAX (205) 879-SIMPSON 559




RILEY & ]ACKSON, P.C. ROBERT R. RILEY, JR.

A T T O RN E Y s AT L A W KEITH JACKSON

$ALSO LICENSED TO PRACTICE IN GA

OF COUNSEL:

FRANCOIS M. BLAUDEAU
MD, FCLM

May 17, 2004

Jill Simpsbn, Esq.
P. 0. Box 341
Rainsville, Alabama 35986

v

Dear Jill;

I am enclosing your referral fee for Thank you for sending _
to us. With best regards,

Wi

<

é;y truly yours,
JACKSON, P.C.

Enclosure

1744 OXMOOR ROAD BIRMINGHAM,ALABPMA:&SZO‘) (205) 879-5000 FAX (205) 879-53MPSON 556




Exhibit 6

Exhibit 6 is a DVD identified during the interview of Jill Simpson. See pages 38-
40 of interview transcript.

For more information, please contact the press office of the House Committee on
the Judiciary at 202-225-3951.
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February 15, 2007

Art Leach, Esquire
678-624-9852

Dear Mr. Leach,

I am sending you some corporate records. It appears your judge in your Mr. Scrushy case
has extra curricular activities that he has failed to disclose on his judicial disclosure form.
You can get a copy of his disclosure at judicial watch. One example is his professional
aviation training service corporation located in Alabama. I have attached a copy of the
secretary of state records that shows he dissolved this corporation on or about July 3,
2006. 1 find this interesting since this was shortly after his other corporation Doss
Aviation Inc., received a contract from the United States Air Force in the amount of one
hundred seventy eight million dollars awarded to him in May 2006 for providing in flight
training school services for the United States Air Force. Additionally if this comes as
some what of a surprise to you, Mr. Fuller’s corporation Doss Aviation Inc. has over
thirty million dollars a year in contracts already in place for providing fuel maintenance
to the Air Force, Navy and Department of Defense. Further Mr. Fuller has a corporation
called Doss of America which has a subsidiary running out of it and sometimes running
out of Doss Aviation Inc. depending on whatever seems appropriate at the time that is
making military clothing and other government clothing for the United States
Government which is called Aureus International and this subsidiary is not disclosed on
his judicial disclosure form as a separate entity.

Furthermore, you can check with the Colorado Secretary of State and discover that Mr.
Fuller owns 43.75% of the stock in a privately owned corporation named Doss Aviation
Ine., and is listed as the CEO and Chairman of the Board of Directors of said corporation.

It is interesting to 4ote that his judicial disclosure forms do not mention that he is the
CEO and Chairman of the Board of Directors of Doss Aviation Inc. Further he is the
largest stockholder|and the second largest stockholder is a former law partner. It appears
that we have a federal judge who is also a large federal defense contractor. Art, after
researching what I have told you and looking at the documents that I have sent, you
might want to look at 5-U.S.C. App. 501 — 505. You also might want to look at 18
U.S.C. 201-216. Additionally you may want to look at the United States Judicial

|
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Conferences Code of Conduct as regards judges’ rights to set as directors and officers of
corporations.

I hope that these documents assist you in getting a new trial for Mr. Scrushy and the old
trial completely thrown out.

After researching Mr. Fuller quite extensively it is somewhat surprising that he never told
anyone that he is a federal contractor. I believe this to be contrary to the laws that govern
a federal judge. I am sure you never imaged that Mr. Fuller was involved in such
endeavors. The most surprising thing of all is that Mr. Fuller appears to have been
receiving a large portion of his information at his office at One Church Street,
Montgomery, Alabama. I am sure you realize that is the federal court house as that is the
address he gave to the Secretary of State in his corporate documents.

I have additional records available but I was not sure if your fax machine held enough
paper to send everything.

Good luck with your endeavors.

Sincerely,

4 CLQ ,eguzajzv

Il Simpson

DJS/ms
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678-624-9852

Dear Mr. Leach,

I am sending you some corporate records. It appears your judge in your Mr. Scrushy case
has extra curricular activities that he has failed to disclose on his judicial disclosure form.
You can get a copy of his disclosure at judicial watch. One example is his professional
aviation training service corporation located in Alabama. I have attached a copy of the
secretary of state records that shows he dissolved this corporation on or about July 3,

2006, 1 find this interesting since this was shortly after his other corporation Doss

Aviation Inc., received a contract from the United States Air Foree in the amount of one
hundred seventy eight million dollars awarded to him in May 2006 for providing in flight
training school services for the United States Air Force. Additionally if this comes as
some what of a surprise to you, Mr. Fuller’s corporation Doss Aviation Inc. has over
thirty million dollars a year in contracts already in place for providing fuel maintenance
to the Air Force, Navy and Department of Defense. Further Mr. Fuller has a corporation
called Doss of America which has a subsidiary running out of it and sometimes running
out of Doss Aviation Inc. depending on whatever seems appropriate at the time that is

making military clotbhing and other government clothing for the United States

Government which is called Aureus International and this subsidiary is not disclosed on

his judicial disclosure form as a separate entity,

Furthermore, you can check with the Colorado Secretary of State and discover that Mr,
Fuller owns 43.75% of the stock in 2 privately owned corporation named Doss Aviation
Inc., and is listed as the CEO and Chairman of the Board of Directors of said corporation.

It is interesting to note that his judicial disclosure forms do not mention that he is the
CEO and Chairman of the Board of Directors of Doss Aviation Inc. Further he is the
largest stockholder and the second largest stockholder is a former law partner. It appears
that we have a federal judge who is also a large federal defense contractor. Att, after

researching what I have told you and looking at the documents that I have sent, you
might want to look at 5-U.S.C. App. 501 — 505. You also might want to look at 18
U.8.C. 201-216. Additionally you may want to look at the United States Judicial
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